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VI. Production 


A. Pesitive ineeriewence- Information 
Se My ee a eS 


NOSENKO's positive intelligence production, has been 
meager, and nothing-she reported serited dissemination as an 
intelligence report. According to bis biography, NOSENKO's 
entire adult life until defecting nad been spent either as 
& student or as an intelligence officer, and in explanation 
of his lack of positive intelligence information, he has 
stressed that since the early 1950's he had few outside 
interests and "no real contacts" outside the KGB itself.* 
NOSENKO'sS assignments to the Soviet delegations to the 
Disarmament Conference in 1962 and 1964 were, he hes said, 
for cover purposes only, and he aeither had any connections 
with officials or organizations in the USSR concerned with 
arms control or disarmament policies nor did he take any 
part in the substantive work of the delegations. 


During the period 18 to 23 February 1964, a ian range 
of questions covering various aspects of nuclear weapons, 


missiles, electronics, communications, unconventional weae 


pons, military industry, military units and equipment, and 
research and development were put to NOSENKO in order to 
evaluate his knowledgeability. He had no direct knowledge 
of any of these topics, although he was able to ideatify in 
reneral a few of the KGB organizations which protect sensi- 
tive installations such as suclear weapons production and 
storage Sites. NOSENKO was given a set of requirements 
from the Defense Intelligence Agency on 24 February 1964. 
These questions were premiscd on his two TDY tours to the 
Disarmament Conferences in Geneva; they dealt with such 
matters ag Soviet underground testing, Soviet efforts and 
progress in the fields of chemical and biclogical warfare, 
Soviet aims and purposes at ‘the disarmanent talks, and 
Soviet views of the corresponding attitudes and intentions 
of the United States. NOSENKO stated he had no_information._ 
on any of these questions but expressed his personal opinion 
on a.few of them, in general terms. NOSENKO's answers to 
other questions of a positive intelligence nature--those 
concerning the viability of the current Soviet leadership. 
plans for a new Soviet constitution, anti-Senitism as 


‘governmental policy, personality data on Soviet leaders, 


and other political and social matters--were couche 
and general terms and were not based on concrete knowledge. 


*At the start of his first meeting: with CIA on 9 June 1962, 
however, when explaining how he knew of the real state of 
affairs inside the USSR (as opposed to that presented by 
Soviet propaganda), NOSENKO said: "I circulate among 
‘ministers, with the friends of my father, and I hear 

what they say.” 
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% B. . Soviet Intelligence Personalities — 


As indicated in the accompanying tabulation, NOSENKO 

has provided information on a total of approximately 1,000 
Soviet citizens who are staff employees of, or have other- 
wise been affiliated with; Soviet intelligence and security 
-organizations. [ 
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| KGB Staff Personnel 


1 


KGB Agents 


! Leadership and adwadietexeive components 25 { 
First Chief Dircctorate : 165 : 
i Second Chief Directorate* _ 435 
Third Directorate 7 
. Revanth Directorate 25 
Eighth Chief Directorate 5 
i Ninth Directorate 1l 
Operational Technical Directorate 12 - 
Border Guards Directorate 4 
Republics 7nd Oblasts 74 
_ Retired or deceased 55 
4 : Possible KGB officers 12 
: Total 830 


First Chief Directorate 15 
Second Chief Directorate 116 
{ KGB Trusted Persons, Cooptees 19 
i Cor primary use to First and Second Chief 
i Directorates) 
. 
i Total KGB-connected a pe ah 980 Soe. eignees 
TNT LTD . we . 
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GRU Staff Personnel 


Current (1964) . 14 
Former 7 
Suspect 1 
Cooptee _ 

Total 23 


Total Soviet Intelligence Staffers and 
Coopted Agents “1003 


The following is a tabular summary of NOSENKO's infor- . 
mation on First Chief Directorate personnel (who are the ones 
now abroad or likely to be stationed abroad), 


Total Identifiable First Chief Directorate Personnel: 146 
(and 3 possible) 


Previously identified: * 103 
Previously suspect: . 9 
New Identifications: 37 
Of whom: 
No record of any travel abroad: 6 
Not abnnad since 1963; 7 


After NOSENKO defected, returned 
prenaturely to USSR: 5 


Were out when NOSENKO defected 
or came out thereafter and re- 
turned routinely 7 
Deceased since NOSENKO's defection 1 
Stationed abroad in December 1966 11 


In sum, of the 37 First Chief Directorate personnel 


'. newly compromised by NOSENKO's defection, 24 were abroad at 


the time of his defection or have come abroad since. 
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C. KGB Headquarters 


1. Structure and Functions 


Prior to NOSENKO's contact with CIA in June 1962, the 
most recent information on KGB structure and functions had:- 
been provided by GOLITSYN, whose information was current as 
of December 1961 when he defected. GOLITSYN's data and that 
from the Polish defector GOLENIEWSKI wero the first detailed-- 
new information on this subject available to the U.S. intel- 
ligence community since 1954, when DERYABIN, RASTVOROV, 
PETROV, and KHOKHLOV defected, just prior to the change-over 
from the Ministry of Internal Affairs (MVD) to the Committee 
for State Security (KGB). GOLENIEWSKI and GOLITSYN nad re- 
ported on the 1959 reorganization of the KGB, the first major 
realignment of the KGB's functions since the abolition of 
the Committee for Infornation in 1951, It encompassed the 
absorption into the Second Chief Directorate of the duties of 
the former Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Directorates. which had 
been responsible for political, econonic-industrial, and 
transportation security, respectively, It also included the 
upgrading of the Illegals Department to the status of a 
Special Directorate within the First Chief Directorate, the 
consolidation of counterintelligence operations abroad into 
one new department, the Fourteenth, and creation of a ney 
department--Department "D" (Disinformation) --t# .coordinate 
and intensify the KGB's activities in the area of deception 
and misinformation. The lattcr, although placed in the First. 
Chief Directorate, was established to serve the needs of the 
entire KGB. 


NOSENKO's 1964 information on the organization and func- 
tions of the KGB indicated refinements of responsibilities 
in the Second Chief Directorate in accordance with the 1959 
absorption of the Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Directorates. 
The formation of the so-called "Service" (Sluzhba) as a 
component of the Second Chief Directorate Centralized those 
political security functions (formerly handled by the Fourth 
Directorate) which were unrelated to foreigners in the USSR; 
the creation of an element entitled "the Directorate” (Uprev- 
leniye) accumplished the same thing for industrial-aconomic 
Functions formerly managed by the Fifth and Sixth Directorates. 
As for the First Chief Directorate, NOSENKO reported the up- 
grading of the Scientific and Technical Départment to direc- 
torate status, and the expansion of the Information and 
Counterintelligence Departmentsto UService: Number’:1'' and “Ser- 
vice Number 2,"' respectively; according to NOSENKO, the 
latter organizational designation permits an increase in 
personnel without a corresponding rise in the bureaucratic 
level of the component. . 


- The accompanying charts offer a comparison of the or- 
ganization of the KGB in 1961, as known from GOLITSYN (and 
supported by GOLENIEWSKI), and in 1964, as given by NOSENKO. 
Comments on particular weaknesses in NOSENKO's information - 
on the KGB organization since its formation in 1954 will be 
found in Part VII.B.1., Statements of DERYABIN. - 
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SSR COUNCIL OF MINISTERS 


ommittee for State Security 

hairman: V.Ye. SEMICHASTNYY 
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: formation: January 1964 oO 
AUC Rape repo: Seer DaNIC VouncIl of Miniaters : 
Committee for State Security 
KGB ? 
Chairman: V.Ye. SEMICHASTNYY ni 
Deputies: N.S. ZAKHAROV ; 
A.I. PEREPELITSYN 
S.G. BANNIKOV 
L.I. PANKRATOV 


Secretariat Chairman's Group ‘y 
Shief: KISELEV hief: V.S. BELOKONE 
3) TTECTO c TLAtTLO =TeU at-D Ora KGB Higher Schoo 
(Surveillance) hie£: PATRUKHIN Chicf: Ye.P. PITROVRANO 
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ef: A.M. SAKHAROVSKILY 
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Chief: V.I. ALIDIN 
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S.N. LYALIN 
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intelligence) 
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hief: A.D. CHETVERNYA 


355. 


TSYN inforsacion: December 1961 


First Chief Directorate 
Chief: A.M. SAKHAROVSKLY 
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Deas Pru KOTOV 
[Seererarse” ee 
Niath Den: Department 


Emigre 


| 
1 
| 


rf Department 
Imited States) 


ef: B.S. IVANOV | 
jaa: j Tenth Department 
ond Department (Scientific and Technical 
Mgland, Scandinavia Chief: L.R. KVASNIKOV I 
ru Department Eleventh Department 
ustria, permany Advisors) ss 
rt partment Twelfth Department 
rance, Italy, Holland Outlying Districts 


uxemburg, Belgium, 
witzerland, Greece? 


T 


rirteenth Department 


(Executive Action) 


th Department Chief: RODIN @ N.B. KOROVIN 
atin America? ; 
Fourteenth Department 
th Department (Counterintelligence) 
frica?) Chief: V.M. KLIMKIN 
énih Departinent Fifteenth Department 
ear East? (Inteliigence through other 
agencies 
j epartnen 
‘ar East?) xteenth Departmen 
Information 


Part ommittee 


Special Directorate 
(Illegals) 


Chief: (f£nu) KLIMOV, 
@ V.G. PAVLOV 


Disinformation Department 
(Department "D"') 
Chief: 1.1, AGAYANTS 


SNS an a EET 
ommunications Department 


sditorlal-Publishing 
Department 
Finance Section 


Personnel De artment_ 


| Registry and Archives 
sher Intelligence Schoo 


anyuage Courses 


[3938 dOL 


Siar gee, 
nwa Ste. LA ey L 


sae 
Li 


at Sa fess. fay ob 
wites ech wR ale ee 


o 


canbe ee gh arbeteemmencege § 


NOSENKO Information: January 1964 


Chief's Group 


Speci3 TFectora e 
(lllegals) 
Chief: M.S. TSYMBAL 


First Chief Directorate 
(Foreign Intelligence) 
Chicf: A.M. SAKHAROVSKIY 
Deputies: F.K. MORTIN 

V.V. MOZSHCHECHKOV 
F, KOTOV 
V.G. PAVLOV 


First Department 

(United States and Canada) — 
Chief: KULEBYAKIN 

Second Jepartment H 


(United Kingdom, Scandinavia) 
Chief: LITVINOV 
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Technical Intelligence 
Chief: NOVIKOV 


@rvica we NNO. T 
(Information) 
Chief: may be L.R. KVASNIKOV 
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| Directorate Lor Scientitic- 


th Department 


| pa Department i 
no longer exist 


(Austria, Germany) 
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(Counterintelligence) | 
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SENKO Information: January 1964 


. .[Seeretariat 
“To chief: VV. PETROCHENKOV 


Second Chief Directorate 
(Internal Counterintelligence) 
Chief: O.M. GRIBANOV 
Asst. to Chief: MOLITOSLOVOV 
Secy. to Chief: Ye. S. KIRPICHNIKOV 
Deputies: F.A. SHCHERBAK 
F.D. BOBKOV 
I.A. MARKELOV 
KARDASHEV 


Fecha ect1o 
( echnical Support) 
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2. Modus Operandi 


Less measureble or precise in comparison with KGB 
structure and functions are the operational methods and 
Headquarters procedures of the KG. . NOSENKO himself has not: 
been as productive in revealing Tourist Department methods 
as was the document which he provided on this subject ip - | 
1964. He has not been able to provide a systematic, detailed, 
or documented review of the methods of the other Second Chief 
Directoraie compensent to which he was assigned, the U.S. i 
Embassy Sectior, nor of the methods of the Surve1llance : 
Directorate with which ne worked closely. SOSENKO neverthe- 
less has furnished insignts into the U.S. Embassy Section , 
‘and Surveillance Directorate methods in the course of dis- : : 

~ cussing specific operations. ; : 
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NOSENKO brought to tne Geneva meetings in 1964 a draft 
of a report to the Collegium of the KGB dated Marth 1963 on 
the work of the Tourist Departmert of the Second Chief Direc~ : : 
torate. He claimed to nave written it himself, and it bore ; 
corrections in his handwriting. This draft described KCB 
investigations of and op=rations against Western tourists 
suspected of being agents of forcizgn intelligence services, 
primarily in the period or 196)-l¥s2. It described the 
functions of each component of the Tourist Department and 
the number ard qualifications of the operational staff, 
giving figures on lenuth of service, educational background, eg 
forcign travel and languages, and training. It went on to : 
Gite statistics on the number of foreign tourists visiting 
the USS2, and the number of foreign agent suspects uncovered 
among them througn the work of tne KCB. A wide variety of 
techniques used by the Tourist Department were mentioned, 
with examples of certain successes interspersed in the 
discussion. 
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NOSENKO has made numerous references to the techniques 
described in this report, as discussed in the many cases 
reviewed in detail in tne foregoing treatment of his KGB 

., career. When interviewed for further information on the 
statistics which appear throughout the 1963 draft, however, 
NOSENKO was unable to identify the operations referred to in 
the numerical citations, nor those included as illustrative 
a examples of operational techniques] 
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The document refers also to the role of the leadership i 
of the Tourist Department in briefing other organs of the a | 
KGB on work against foreign tourists. NOSENKO was questioned 
on this activity but ould not recall any information contained 
in such lectures or discussions. Although the docunent also 
emphasized the daily. need for cuvordination of the Tourist 
Department activities with numerous other components of KGB ‘ t 
Headquarters and with local organs of the KGB throughout the - ; 4 
Soviet Union, NOSENKO was unable to explain how such coordina- § 
tion was effected in practice, nor could he describe require- 
ments for the preparation and approval of. correspondence : 
pertaining to such coordination; in many instances he asserted ; : 
that telephone calls suificed, but he said he could-.not indi- “4 
cate who was authorized to coordinate informally in this way. i i 
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Apart from this information on Tourist Department modus 
operandi, NOSENKO has. described the operational metnods of 
fhe U.S. Envassy Section of the American Department and of 
the Surveillance Directorate in connection with their coordinated 
activities against Embassy targets. Of particular note is 
Part V.E.3.c., in discussions of operations against Embassy 
code clerks. ? 


3. Staff Procedures 


In recounting vtrious operations in which he participated 
or which ne supervised, NOSENKO described operations and , 
events which encompassed various KGB procedures. Some of 
these were: authorization for recruitment; file checks; — i eh 
correspondence and coordination with other KGB departments, i 3 ; 
directorates, or regional units; technical support of opera- 
tions; administration of safe houses; KGB files and reports; . 
and travel authorizations and accountings. He was from time ' ' 
to time asked to describe such procedures systematically and 
in detail. From such questioning it was not possible to 
derive any detailed picture of current KGB procedures. The 
little NOSENKO was able to provide did not differ from infor- 
mation dated 1954, and was. only a small fraction of the. infor- 
mation available from earlier sources. He had no information 
on changes or developments in the interim. Examples of the 
level of NOSENKO's knowledge of certain procedures may be | 
found in Part VII.B.1, DERYALIN's Comments, as may instances 
of inaccurate reporting of procedures. 
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D. kGB Activities 


1. Overations Against Americans ad a : ! 
a ——— Poe . 


In the context cf KGB recruitment operations and investigations, 
NOSENKO has mentioned 111 Americans: Forty-nine of them were said 
to have been recruited, 33 were under development, and seven re- | : 
fused to collaborate with the KGB; investigations of nearly-all 
the remaining 22 Americans were reportedly predicated on XGB sus-° : 
picion or knowledge of their affiliation with U.S. Intelligence. 


Of the 49 Americans recruited, -NOSENKO attributed his knowl- 
edge of nine of them to his own direct, personal involvement in 
the approaches, usually as recruiting officer; these cases are 
discussed at greater length in connection with NOSENKO's KGB 
career (Part Vj. His knowledge of 1!) other recruitments was said 
to have derived from either indirect involvement or contact with 
the targets of these operations; NOSENKO indicated that he be- ; 
came aware cf these 11 persons through his duties at varicus times 
in the America: and Tourist Departments of the KGB Second Chief 
Directorate, fecause of interest in American correspondents 
during 1954 ani 1955 while in the American Department, for exan- 
pie, he was able to report that five of them were KGB agents, al- 
though he had taken no part in their recruitments, which had been. 
achieved earlier; likewise, he learned of two recruitments when 
an American Department officer twice visited the Tourist Depart- 
Ment with a request for operational assistance during 1962 and 
1963, when NOSENKO was a Deputy Chief of this department. )} In 
four cases--al] First Chief Directorate operations--NOSENKO said 
he learned of the recruitments unofficially from discussions with 
friends and from remarks by other case officers which he over- 
heard. Two of tnese four cases were considered by NOSENKO to be 
among his most significant information, the penetration of the 
Orly Courier Transfér Station by U.S. Army Sgt. Robert Lee JCHN- 
SON and the recruitment in Moscow and later handling of coce- 
machine mechanic Dayle W. SMITH; detailed information on the 
JOHNSON and SMITH cases is presented after the tabulation (below) 
of NOSENKO’s American leads. 


NOSENKO has provided no sources for his information on 25 
of the 49 successful KGB recruitment operations against Aneri- 
cans, although he has sometimes identified the case officers in- 
volved in them; most of this information was contained in handwritten 
notes, which NOSENKO carried to Geneva in 1964. According to NOSENKO, 


‘he learned of these cases casually while Deputy Chief of the Tour- 


ist Department during 1962 and 1963; many of the recruitments were 
said to have been accomplished in 1960 and 1961 at a time when 
NOSENKO was serving in the American Department. He has explained 


‘these notes as follows: "If I did not participate in a case, I 
don't know much about it. Please understand me. ‘Since 1962 when 


I first began to get ready for this act [defection], any time I 
got a whiff of something wnich smelled like an agent, I would put 
it down. I have a regular safe in my office and then I have a 
hidden wall safe. There I may put my personal papers, notes. -I 
am the only one who has a key and any little notes, like those 1 
mentioned, I would put in there." 
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“ The tabulation below presents NOSENKO's American case leads 
under the categories of successful recruitment approaches,* de- 
velopment operations, unsuccessful recruitment approaches, and 
KGB investigations, in that order. Within each of these cate- 
gories, the tabulation summarizes NOSENKO's information, his 
sourcing and the year he reported the lead to CIA, and the re- 
sults of investigations of the NOSENKO leads by U.S, and other 
Western security services. As indicated in the tabulation, cer- | 
tain cases are discussed in greater detail elsewhere in this 


paper. 
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‘Tahulation of American Leads 


Success 


ne ee ee, 


fui Recruitment Approaches 


& 
| . Lead 
% 
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STOR/PROCTOR : (NOSENKO has given 

SEN THE TNCTER amd PROCTOR names on 
Ficus o¢ccasions.*> A valuable First 
el Viresteraute avent who travelled 
‘ertiy ta Western Europe, where he 
ffainre: a visa from Soviet contacts 
ia vent on to the USSK clandestinely. 
4 


(. Nelson Charles: Bora 1938 
Bota UTS. citizen re- 


r@ited by the Seviets in 1960 on 
ye basis Of coaupromising material; 


‘ 
min visited the USSK in 19861 and 
4d fellow tourists he was de- 
ifued by the Soviets in 1960 for 


bachmerketecring. 


RRETT, Kobert: A guide at the 
-S. Exhibition in Moscow in 1959, 
RETT was trapped in hamosexuat 
prosiise by arents VOLKOV and 
EFREMOV, whom NOSUNKO handled. 
hough resulting photographs were 
ffgood qnality, a moratorium had 
een imposed on approaches at the 
xhibition because of KHRUSHCHEV's 
lanned trip to the United States. 
ame photographs were used suc- 
essfuily to recruit BARRETT: when 
a returned with another exhibit 
ni 1P0!, 


y 


Neer 


saresinepenicp aire tno 
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Tourist Pepartment officer VIN. NOS- 
KOV learned of the case from an un- 
identified First Chief Directorate 
officer, ant he reported it to NOSENKO. 
(1964 netes) 


Source not numed. Recruited by Tour- 
ist Department during period NOSENKO 
in American Department. (1964 notes) 


Learned of compromise in 1959 through 
personal involvement as responsible 
case officer and handler of homo- 
sexual agents. Svuurce for informa- 
tion concerning subsequent recruitment 
not given, (1964 notes) 


srrmmergg remrre-ngn yess 8 


Penge cen tte aetns gas 5 cme ee 


Investigation Results...” 
One Vernon W. PROCTOR traveiled to 
the Soviet Union during the sunwer 


of 1963. Investigation cuntdsulng.- 


BARRETT reported his compromise nad’ 
recruitment to the FBI in Jonvary. 
1962, immediately after his return 

to the United States; claiaod he was 
drugged at time of comprouise. . See 
Part V.D.4.m. for detaris ~. oe 


oud 


FNSTOCK, Natalie: Recruited by 
e;KOB during a T902 visit to the 
SR, with Cull knowledge of the 
Bi that she was an American Intel- 
gence agent; case turned over to 
epartment D," and if she returns 
the USSR an effort will be made 
break her; KGB knows of her 
le in the AIS attempt to contact 
of Sovict ballerina Natalia SLAVA- 
pens ; 
QCHES, Adam: Born in 1898; h 
fatives in the USSR and was r 
aited cn ideological grounds 
ile there with a tourist group 
eptember 1960, 


Ss 


OB 
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Source not named. <A Tourist Depart- 
ment case, Case officers were K.G. 
KRUPNOV and A.G. KOVALENKO. (1964 
notes) 


Source not named. Tourist Department 
case while NOSENKO in American Depart- 
mont. (1964 notes) 


sreetgpeepeinameprrmtr TOE 
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NOSENKO's information on BIENSTOCK's 
part in the AIS approach to SLAVA- 
CHEVSKAYA is correct. RIENSTOCK con- 
fessed in July 1964 to recruitment 
during tourist trip to Moscow in 1962 
and to clandestine contacts with KGB 
upon return to USA; she claimed all 
contact was broken in late 196? or 
early 1963, at Soviet initiative. 


Born in 1890; has a brother Alesaader 
born in 1896. GOLITSYN reported that 
Tourist Department officer told him in 
1960 that Adam BROCHES had been Soviet 
agent in 1920's and 30's in Parks under 


ne eee eee i Eats ae 


V.M. ZARUBIN, then an Illegal; a3 aol 
guide for MAUPIN Tours visited USSR Cc 
two or more times in 1959 er’ 3960 | ee 
via Finland; KGB knew of his history” ee 
as Sovict agent, but suspectad mis." on 
‘visits to USSR might be cover for 
American Intelligence operation aimed vad 


at effecting contact with ZARUAIN; 
KGB placed BROCHES uhder intensive 
surveillance, and the Chief of Tuyre 
ist Department was planning toiGae- 
cuss with ZARUBIN what should coe | 


done about. .. BROCKPS ‘iriervwi 
Ge eee: 


@. 


oe, 


1 STE SEE Ie Lees teeny ete 
: : 


hig ede debate saies  caveinilintle Unecteeain eve, “oeee's c 


INDARTN, fnu: Born in LOU? and 
@ son of a Russian emigre y was 
‘gruited an 1862 on ideological 
ounds; was an employce of the 
Gur Winds Travel Agency” in New 
rk City but left it; case is in- 
sive, but the KGB is waiting for 
te open his own travel agency. 


& 


IRGI, Richard: Recruited in Kiev in 
INCSENKO and Deputy Chief of rhe 
‘Urist Pepartrent, ALS. KOZLOV. 

IRGL is a professor at Yale Uni- 
‘fsity. Recruitment historic- 

ly significant as it was first 
iGcessful approach by Tourist De- 
igtiment, established in 1955. 

& 


EW, Goorge: Visiting the USSR 
ofa Tourist in 1959, DREW was 
gtted as a homosexual by NOQ- 
INKO's agents VOLKOV and YEFRE- 
W. NOSENKO recruited DREW in 
mingrad on basis of homosexual 
mpromise staged with assistance 
Fla homosexual agent of the local 
iB in Leningrad. 


s . 

PYSON, Henry: U.S. citizen of 
rmenian ovigin, recruited in 3 
pril 1963 by the KGB of the Ar- 
emian SSR; recruitment based on 
deological grounds but not firm, 
sischeduled to return to the 

S§R in 1904, at which time the 


peepee ne ta were 


Source not mamed. 
case handled by Vitaly Grigorevich 
DERAL (1964 notes) 


Fersonal invelvement as responsi- 
ble case officer and handler of 
homosexnal agents. (1962) 


Personal involvement: Agents 
reported to NOSENKO who made the 
approach. (1962) 


Source not named. -Tourist Depart- 
ment case. (1964 notes) 


Tourist Repartment 


Lig ta oles Siena Cateye magn aa =. | gliilen aag Rete 
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Pre, oe 
Eugene Peter BUNDARIN, bern ct Aoedd 
1917, is the son of a eblesa: lee ng 
travelled to the Soviet tnicn gor 38 
days in 1962; cmployed by “Heur winds 
Travel Agency" from June-29$) entil 

April 1962, when he loft'ts travel: 

abroad, now working £ soo Travel, 
Tnc. 0 triad; € et 


AN : Sa 


ed by 
Tata MUS rss 


DREW reported the incident ta the>° : 


Henry APZISSON, a naturalized U.S." (.°”. 
Citizen visited the USSR in 1963. . °. 

and planned to return in 1964; owna 
a hotel and restaurant near West fee 
Point, N.Y.; interviewed in 1964 .° 
-and admitted contacts with Soviets: :: 
in Armenia; said he may have..g4v@a,.;.,, 


bye 2 
dae eee nec en a a ceva, fh tneen bene mame bbere 


SR eee erent 


Kop will attempt to consolidate 
ithe relationship; has access to a 
Military installation in the 


New 
| erk suburbs. 


FFRIPPEL, Arsene: American Express 
Company representative in Moscow 
recruited Iv NOSENKO and V.D. 
CUELNOKOV, Deputy Chief of the 
frourist Hepartnment, in 1959 on 

basis heterosexual compromise. 
INOSENKO handled FRIPPEL until he 
Tyee Moscew in 1901 and met him 
kwher he later returned with tour 
groups. npreductive agent. 


estan: 


aGRc , Pre Currently .Asso- 
Serer prees correspondent in Mos- 
‘cow; is a recruited KGB agent. 


P HARE S, Giselia: An employee of 
the. Ancrican Express Company in 

Salt Lake City, HARRIS visited 

P the USSR as a tourist in 1958 and 
was recruited by NOSENKO on basis 

| of her BOUOEENS involvement with 
Sovict mule Case turned over 

to First chief Directorate. and 

NOSENKO unaware of eEveraven’ 

developments. 
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Personal involvement: Took part in 


recruitment and was later handling 
officer. (1962) 


Source not named. 


A Tenth Depart- 
ment case. (1964) 


Personal involvement as recruiting 
officer. (1964) 


seep op reaper 
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impression of willingness to ce 
Soviets in USA if they should vieit ©. 
West Point; said he did not roaie 


ize the approach was for intelli- 
gence purposes. 


American Express eaapaig Te 
tive in Moscow from Aprii 2 


Interviewed » kala 


pigeentas 
elt he bid 


No derogatory ingabaarion: GROVER 


retired in 1965 and now tivces ka 


France with his wife. 


born in St. Petersburg, ! Ratein, aad 
apparently emigr ated at. sbaut: ths 
time of the Revolution an 255%. 
GROVER net her in Moscow, wicve she 


was & corres pT for 2 $oeach 


. Latter was 


ae 


telat nteetiea meet mista 
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ARD, Herbert: Recruited by the 
during his fourfmonth THY to the 
Embassy in Moscow in the spring 
1O6G2; was on temporary USIA ser- 
ef on a publications procurement 
Sion, 


FE. San: This ABC correspondent 
Ow Ts an active kGB agent 
ted and recruited by V.A. 


INSCN, Robert Lee: In 1962 and 
‘3; The KOS hid an agent, name 
nown, who was assigned to an 
artant military installation 

it Paris and had access to highly 
iSitive materials. On six or 
‘gn occasions technicians from 
‘iSpecial Technical Section or 
‘Second Chief Directorate 
Melled to Paris to assist in 
Ming envelopes taken from the 
sit at this installation. 

BNKO described this First Chief 
,ectorate case as the most im- 
fant information he learned 

ile in Moscow Juring 1962-164. 
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Source was Gob. GRYASNOV, U.S. 
Yehassy Section, asked NOSENKO'S 
help in obtaining a hotel room 
Near HOWARL's for a woman from 
Leningrad. (196+) 


Scuree was G.f. GRYAZNOV, U.S. 
Embassy Section, In 1963, NOSENKO 
asked GkYAZNOV for an agent who 
could be used against 4 visiting 
American delegation, and JAFFE was 
suggested. At the time, NOSENKO 
was in Tourist Department. (1964) 


Sources were varicus technicians of 
the Special Technical Section who 
were directly involved in the case 
and with whom NCSENKO was on gocd 
terms by virtue their collaboration 
in ‘Nescow Tourist Department opera- 
tions. (1954) 
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HOWARD has dented recruitpent; an 


Before NOSENKO's information was re- 
ceived, JAFFE reported recruditmeat 

by "Slava" KISLOV in October 1962; 

in a CIA interview in December 2966, 
JAFFE did not recognize A.K. KISLOV'S 
photeograph but identified a photograph 
of KUSKOV as being the KGh officer 

who recruited him in 1962. JANFE 

was expelled from the YE5R in Octobor 
1965; he is now serving visovhore 
abroad and apparently hss net yet ?, 


been interviewed by the FBI on tha: aed 
basis of NOSENKO's information, EN 
: tv 


Identified as Sgt. Robert Lee JOHNSON 
who, in January 1965, confossed hav- 
ing been KGB agent since 1653 aad 
confirmed NOSENKO's description of 
vault entrics at Orly Courier Traas- 
fer Station, Paris, JOQIINSON is now 
in prison as result of NGSENRG lead. 
‘For full description see Part ¥2,D. 
3.c. ce 
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Visited tho Urar Suourcve not named. A Tourist 
and wes apprnachod Department case. (1964) 


mut alihoudi: 


Said Ne. -wWOUbS e.g 


Seis? KRAVT wero 
bout the 195a@ incidant which 
ilable te lecture audlenses 
tas early a3 1946. 


contacted; das 
Farst Thies 
race. he ot followed up 


Qppraach; noc an active 


LUND, an @ric 
Slavic philology, was 
dn 296) by the Bulgar: 


wi involvement as KGB ad- Immediately following his reccuit- 
ie to falyarians; LUNT's homo- ment by the Bulgarian MVD on 6 May 
sexuality earlier reported to 1961, LUNT travelled to Yugoslavia 


Sofia on the basis or ia one or both of his homo- where he recounted th. inezaant in : 
Gomoromise, NOSHENEO, ents, VULKOV anc YEFREMOV. retakl tc Ambassaders George NESKAN, 7e, 


Sofa on temporary an academic culleagua. wnt La. cure 
gS é as an advisor ro the rently a professor and Mend of the 
fecal service, helped the Bulqarians . Department of Slavic Larqeagas and 
O mount the operation but dad noe Literature at Harvard. eet, 
artisipate directly. LUNT pre- 7% mE AT a), 
yiconly visited Moscow several ee Rite er 
3 nf his homosexual tenden- 7% ripples ae 


Mes a@ 
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ersonal involvement as handler JOHNSON reported the approach to 


‘GON, W.E.; A Baptist minister P 

rmtatitornia, JOUNSON visited of homosexual agents, and Tourist the American Embassy on § January 

Soviet Union in 1962 and was Department officer who approached 1962, describing his compromise: and 

‘éted mailing letters which were JOHNSON. NOSENKO alluded to the the approach by Georgiy Ivanovich 
NIKOLOV [sic; NIKOLAYEV was one of 


Tt approach in 1962, without naming 
JOHNSON, In 1964 he brought a note i 


to Geneva with JOHNSON's name and 


NOSE "s aliases] 


4eritical of Soviet Life. 
decided to approach him and 
‘@ him to stop this activity. 


it has been determined that the date "5 January 1962." He in- 
NSON was a homosexual, a compro- sisted in 1964, however, that this 
e of date had no connection with JOHNSON 


efwas arranged involving on 

ENKO's two homosexual agerts, ar-l had no significance to him. : ‘ 

KOV and YEFREMOV. Compromising (1962) 2 

tographs were made in the Metro- @ 
Hotel in Moscow and JOHNSON was 

roached by NOSENKO, who obtained 

igned statement in which JOHNSON 

‘dged to stop criticizing the 


R. No attempt was made to re- 
it him for intelligence acti- -“ 
y. JONSON was jater seen enter- ; oO 
‘Ithe U.S. Embassy, and it was “oO 
umed that he had reported the ; ef 
roach. In 1962 NOSENKO said a} 
bs] 
| ae 


1g happencd in January of that 
av; in 1964, he said the approach 
ai Aade.20 the spring of 1962. 


ment case in 1961 while NOSENKO was Instructor at the University of 


r “who was recruited on ideolo- 
cal grounds in 1961; case turned in American Department. (1964 notes) Michigan, visited USSR in 1958 
and 1959; admitted Soviet Intelli- 


to the First Chief Directorate. 
gence contact in 1959 when inter- 
viewed by CIA in T9OT; reintervie 
by FBI sean mec a 


NTOR, Melvin: A student at Har- Source not named. A Tourist Depart- Marvin KANTOR, 4 Slavic-language 
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Visited : seurce not name A Tourist 
1963 and was arpraached Denartment cé¢ (1964) 
boon times; although 


1 vy, REAP said he would sz Sia 

he ror oan CSA Lf contacted; tise ieee KKALT wrote a pame 
rusttabl af KEAPD, Farst Chiec phdet about the 1958 ineiuent which 
areetorate has not rollowed up F ; was avablable to lecture audiences 
Imotie Approach; not an active at least ag early as 1969, 

FASC. 

EAT, Horace Go; LUNT, an American verscnal involvement as KGB ad- Immediately following his recruit- 

sser of sdavic philoloyy, was : visor to Bulgarians; LUNT's homo- ment by the Bulgarian MVD on 6 May 

Kecrurted in 1961 by the Bulgarian sexuclity carlier reported to 1961, LUNT travelled to Yugoslavia 
Jervice in Sofia on the basis of a NOSERKO by one Sr both of his homo- where he recounted the inciuent in 
Homosexual compromise. NOSENKS, sexual agents, VULKOV and YEFREMOV. detail to Ambassador George KENNAN, 
who was 1 Soria on temporary ( an academic colleague. LUN? is cure 
assianment as an advisor to the rently a professor and Head of the 
focal service, helped the Bulgarians -Department of Slavic Languages and 


to mount the operation but did not 
participate directly. LUNT pre- 
viously visited Moscow several 
times and his homosexual tenden- 
¢ies hod been noted by the KGB. 


Literature at Harvard. 
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MEPPENS, Holert: Professor from Personal involvement as responsible ‘% 
Fennessec wno was recruited by the case officer who approached MERTENS. 
KGD in “Minsk in 1959 on homosexual Reported withcut name in 1962. 
founds; case of no value and was 

Fopped by the KGB. 


y 
d 


urist Source not named. NOSMNKO sald: 


> Ame riean co 
“agcow an dune Pod. "This as all T know. ‘ihe Seventh 
Iourist} Lepartment reerurted him 
bot Loconth knew the case of fienr. 
Jowas on YbY at the time so IT don't 
know any cevcaiis." (1964)- 
BECUTER, Bernard: PECHUTER was Source nob named. (1964 notes) 


a etal 


Grate? by The KG in Moseuw 
pow. 


+ 


Came ta cha Seurce not named, (2964 notes) Identified as Aron PRESSMAN, a bOng@ 


ae TAIL, Pally ck 
is TVG e957 wath a dela time Communist and a Close tr.end 
of Barnard KOTEN (see Bert ViF.6.)7 
in about 1945 sister married & Gove .- 
' det citizen identified as a courier ~ 
for Soviet Intelligence.» Gia hag” | 
been living in Soviet*Union with him. : 
va - for many years since... ©.,' see te whe 


gation of Amiracgan metallurgists 
and was recruited by the kGP; cas 
then handed over to the Pirst Chiet 
Directorate. 


PE Bong sere 


ray Was recruited aun the USSR 
used for spotting tourists 

ho intelligence affiliations; KG 

3 received only one open cove 

sage from RASK since recruat~ 
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wf reacher in Amer. 
QoCow was recruited 
soxual involvement 
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UE, John: Doring a 1959 vasit 
Tine TSR his homosexuality was 
iBcovered but ho action taken un- 

ij 1962, when RUFE was recruited 
nia homosexual compromise; case was 
ekminated in 1963 and, while active 
ag only of marginal value. 
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Source not named. Recruited by 


‘Panuryist Repartment officer Ye.N. 


Nesrov while NOLENKC was in Ameri- 
can Department. Met by American 
Tourist Section officers on trips 
subsequent to 1960. (1964 notes) 


Source not nemed. Case run ky Ameri- 
nt because RUBERTS for- 
mbassy employee in 
orricers were V.M. 
7 SKGV, and V.M. 
ivirnod of events 
mi SOLOMATIN, First 
icf Lirectocate Officer assigned 
the Acmerican Department. (1964) 


ec. AN American De- 

HIELANG said he did 
sorulted her because 
U.O. Hmbassy Section, 
artiment, at time of 
LLG notes) 


Source net named. A Tourist Depart=- 
ent case at time NOSENKO serving 
there. (15964 notes) 


SHerreroceseee yrs Fy 


ear brmicny 
i 


the FBI ae Soi 
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in 1962 ROSS reported te the S1ieri- 
can Embassy her arrest in Kiev in 
1958 on charges of immoral behsvio 


in 


with a Sovi 


et citizen; 


ele a 1 
ea a NOW sn USA, 


In 1964 RUFE, a New York attorney, — 
confessed that he had baeh compromised 
in the USSR in 1962 and wat: in con- 
tact with Soviets in USA during 1962 
and 1963; contact broken in:Novem= / 


ber 1963. ese 


14-90000 “ego 
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‘ERN, Gerald: Recruited in Moscow 
Tourig’ Vepartment in 1958 or 1959 
gdcological grounds. Ne is valu- 
.@ all-purpose agent, His KGB 
Btonym is "EDVIN." 


TRO, Henry: Correspondent who 
rreeriited some time prior to 
when NOSENKO entered Aneri- 
ni Department. Basis of recruit- 
nt uninown. SHAPIRO produced 
ly pelitics! informatica. His 
Beocryttonvns eas “VALERTY" for 
ny years, but has now been changed 
MPETRS Tn 1953 SHAPIRO was be- 
g handied by Venyamin Alekseye-- 
ch KOSLOV and in 1964 his case 
ficer was Filip Denisovich BOBKOV, 
a ef the deputy chiefs of the 
Sond Chief Directcrate, At one 


me he was handled by Vladislav 
IVSHTIK 


y. 

IATTAUER, Sofia Greta: Recruited 
Poland by Soviets in 1946-47 

t never contacted because KGB 
‘lieved she was known to American 
itelligence; again recruited in 
atember 1962 when she returned 
Soviet Union. . 
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Sources were the Deputy Chief 

of the Tourist Department, V.D. 
CHELNOKOV, and the case officer, 
VM. IVANOV. NOSENKO was Deputy 
Chief of the section working 
against American, British, Cana- 
dian, and Commonwealth tourists at 
the time. (1964 notes) 


SOSENKO read SHAPIRO's development 
file in 1953 when responsible for 
operations against Ancrican journal- 
ists. Case then being handled by 
NOSENKO's friend, V.A. KOCLOV. 
(1962) 


Source was D.A. DUTYATEV, Tourist 
Department case officer who re- 
cruited SHATTAUFR. (1964 notes) 


Russian-born parents; name origin- 
ally was Gennadiy SEVASTYANOV. En- 
joys special residence arrangements 
in Moscow; strongly ;suspect as KGB ; 
agent prior to receipt of NOSENKO ‘ 
lead. 


SEVERN has not re- 


turned to the United States since 

July 1961 and has not been interviewed 
by the FBI. GOLITSYN said that in 
early 1959, the American Section of 
the Fourteenth (Counterintelligence) 
Department, First Chief Directorate, 
had an agent whose KGB cryptonyn was 
"EDVIN'; possibly an American with 
Russian background or relatives... 


SHAPIRO has lived almost exclusively 
in USSR since 1933 and is married 

to a Soviet citizen. GOLITSYN re- 
ported in 1961 that KGB officer KOV- 
SHUK had been handling an American 
correspondent, whose cryptonym ~as 
"VALERIY'; GOLITSYN be 

was SHAPIRO. § anit 
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HUBIN, sehn:  SHURTN a professor © NOSENKO was in the Tourist Depart-_ John Andrew SHUBIN, born 26 bebeuney wf 
Gg New WORE Univers ici born LOLS ment at time of SHUBRIN's first visit, 1915, a professor of econsy ce at NYU, 


m Californis, was spotted Gy AGB anc because of his Russian hackground, In the mid- a S 
wveillance riding in a GU car in special surveillance was assigned to 


HUBIN was sssociated 


with nae 

é . > ae pete 
SCOW Semetime during TS6e or 1959, SHUBIN. When SHUSIN arrived in 1963, identi ake Dy 
nquiries were made with the GRU, NOSENKO, who was Deputy Chief of the cone 


Ach avequested that the EGR make no Tourist Gepartment, was informed by 
temp ta contact SHURIN, Sno this the Chief of the American Tourist 
Sis NOSENKO suprosec SHUBIN to be Section, V.G. DERA. (1564) 

RU agent. GHUBIN was in Moscow 
@in in 1962, 
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MITH, Davie: Name unknown, KGB Varicus sources named at cifferent Identified as Dayle W. SMITH, who § 
BYP Lory ANEREY," a code-machine times, KOVSHUK appears to be main in 1963 confessed his recruitsont g 
Qchanic at the American Embassy in source, but others mentioned were by the KGB while in Moscow but has ” 
scow, was recruited by Norman N.G. BAGRICHEV, V.A. CHURANOV, and denied furnishing anything of value Pe 
l€khayviovich RORODTN sometime during G.h. ZHUKOV, (1962) to the Sovicts. SMITH is currently : 
Sg 1ISS et ke dates given at being questioned by the FBI. do xa- 
rious avs}. UANDREY' provided tired imom the Army in December 1961 s 
ch vavdaule’ information in Moscow and lost access to U.S. Govern’ 
doaffer his return to the U.S., information at that time. eee botibam 
GB officer V.M. KOVSHUK travelled : vr. D.3.b. : 
6 Washington to reactivate him. As 


€ 1962, "“ANDREY" was working at 
ome military district command in 
fashington area and was furnishing | 
information of value. This case 
me of two items NOSENKO first 
€fered to sell CIA in 19982. 
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Bid. 
SOCHUREE , Howard: The Time /Life source not named. Tourist Neparte SOCHUREK, who was in Moatcow fron 1958 
an in “tere ecw Foe one or two years; was mont involved in case in 1962, until 1960, reported to the U.S. Emb- 
robably an agent of Vadim RBIKYUKOV. (1964) assy a number of instances when the 
- Sovicts attempted to pressure him and 
described contact with KG3. officers; 
han named BIRVYUKOV ag the guide and ‘ 
isterpreter wha invarlably acecompan- i 
ied him while stationed in the USSR. 
U.S. Gorres- Source was perhaps V.A. FOuLOV, who Numerous reports of Communist affilia- 
Sow ond an agent of was handling STEIGEH in 1953. NO- tions and of suspicion that he was an 
VODOFLUM A Oi pore SENKO saad he may have learned of anformant for the Soviets; married to 
. refunad eoaesey the case "accvacentaily" when KOSLOV a Soviet national. - > 
ate with the KGB in ah im to translate an AP dis- 
States or in Geneva. (1¢62) 
g fe ; — 
THVENO Beimund:  Mosisou fens 8 fe onoeth mamed. U.o. Smbassy Sece Formerly a member of the ChUSA, STEVENS ‘ging 
SSP re “Mayananes ae when NOSENEO jorned in clains to have broken’with the Parey in && 
NaYlay to provide Lignan 7 ang fried by KuVSHUK dur- the early 1930's; soon thereatter he oad 
offseial vicwos “ine Ares to's 1400-196) assignment first visited Moscow and has lived a 
Sevier leclaret: boone American wepariment. NCSENKO there intermittently since; married 
ye ofa a Soviek woman Mayo ave sagen STEVENS in company to a Sovict; many reports on file 
lyerent with athor Sawies OP KOVGHGR, of his extensive blackmarket and dlle- © 
evo been foctors ion hi: gal currency activities and of his te 
KGB believes fa may close Saeco Bach ONL ESS =f 


: nlotendemeres ane 
plans uc use this to incroase 
fro over his, Ag of LOS 
Was urmiah ae only superricial 

nfornation. 


sea Cis AY 


STEVENS, Francis: Former Stat? Depart Seurece not named. U.S. Embassy Left a detailed written report. at the 

Ment vmployer assigned to Moscow; vis- Scetion cise handled by V.M. KOV- Embassy for Ambassador THCMYSOK im- 

dted USSR in 1961 as a tovrist; then SUCK and V.A. KLYPIN when NOSENKO mediately after the incident. a vag 

working as -a correspondent; was com- assigned to section in 1960-1961. interviewed by spats allele fal the 
promised in a blackmail operation in (1964 notes) ; 
which ho was accused of rape; agreed to 

Cooperate, S'TEVENS described approach in 


@ letter to his mother which he left at the 
Embassy. Letter was opened and read by 
Minister Counsellor, who at once dictated 


jf cable to the State Department describing 
‘She events. This was heard by the KGB via 


SOR nt anne ee UA TIE teence gears: gh a Rae ae omen a Seis, F fh ack 
- zee FY : coe ee see fap 


- wee we wees wise LR eee aaa eee . 1 ’ 
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’ 375. 
he microphone in the Minister Counscllor's 

ffice. vase wis given to First Chict Direc- 

orate. ECW planned to contact STEVENS in New 

ork, but NOSENKO was unsure whether this was 


NE 
VENCHANSEHTY, Alexander: Owner of “Afton Personal participation as senior Born in Russia, SVENCHANSKIY emi- 
Suns,” a New Park travel agency, and of “ourist Department officer after grated to USA in 1923. Has travelled 
Russ1an-lanquage bookstors on Chicago; transfer from American Department frequently to Moscow; during and fol- 
as recruited by the Toursst Department in in 1962,  SVENCHANSKIY's case offie lowing World War 1! had extensive 
dscow in 1961; was used to spot interest- cer after mid-1963. (1964 notes) contacts with Soviets; close con- 

G tourists coming to USOR. in autumn nections with numbers of known CPUSA 
963, HOSENKG, then Pissc Peputy Chief of the members. Several accusations of Sov~ 
guraist fepartment, tock case over from Yev- ict espionage. on record. Linkeu to 

yy Hakobuyevian NASEOV and raga ly . Soviet eSpionage in USA by Harry 
twise wath SVENG Rac cui time’ GOLD 1n 1950, Another similas otate- 


! ment by GOLD reported in New York 


Bet on UVERCHANIS 
Times in 1953 (see Part V.E.5.)._ 


~ o oat omy yee Ps re 
ors wnd wan aade onale 
t 


PRY agent hat been resolved. 
EREY, Carmeri: Roerurtad by tae KGG Source net nanua. keeruited by In 1960 it was reported that TORREY 
mR Tyo on the basis of ne Tour.st Cepartment waile NOSENKO planned to defect to the USSR because 
Gviet: urnee over to Fiver was in émeorican Department. she was in love with a Soviet named 
Brectorate which heiped ner ober ane (1964) Yuriy Petrovich NIKOLAYEV; in 1961 
Keyan ag othe GN (aise given as WAT she married an American. In 1962 the 
; KGB defector GOLITSYN reported KGB 
attempts to recruit an American iden= 
tifiable with TORREY durinz an Octo~ 
ber or Novenber 1959 visit to Moscow. 
There is no indication she haa been © 
employed by the UN or NATO, although. 
_ she worked fer the Pan American Union 

@uring 1954-1959, 5 

ALKOV, Vatiliy Andreyevich: A construc- Source not named. Recruited by A Carpenter and religious fanetic 

aon company, employee; was recruited dy Tourist Department in 1962, when living in California; has a record 

he KGB in the surwer of 1902 in the USSK NOSENKO there. (1964 notes) “of many arrests; may be mentally din- 

@r use in emigre operations. ; turbed; o USSR in 1962. 

i ie FRI ce 


ot 


376. 
KTY. Boris: President of "Ameri- Scurce not named. Tourist Depart- 
ne Travel Abroad," VOLSKIY was re- ment case in 1962. 


(1964 notes) 
ulited in 1962 on ideological : 
Onds; his mission is to spot 
Spiciaus tourists. and to notify 
BEKGR hy open code. 


Ch, Witliam: Student at Vienna 


rsity; recruited in 16) in 
§2 on ideological grounds; now 
ded hy XGR First Chief Direc- 


Source not named. Tourist Depart- 
mont case in L961, when NOSENKO in 
American Department. (1964 notes) 


Biv, Thomas: American cor- 
ondent Thomas WHITNEY was re- 
tea hy the KGB in Moscow some- 
betore 1953, when NOSENKO 
hed the KGB. In 1953 he was 

hg handled by Venyamin KOZLOV 
the American fmbassy Section. 


was furnishing iaformation 

the American Unbassy, political 
Ornation, and personal infor- 
fon on Americans in Moscow, 
‘Q@sed to cooperate further with 


qKGOB after leaving Moscow. 


NOSENKO said he perhaps learned of 
the case “accidentally” from V.A, 
KOZLOV who was handling WHITNEY in 
1953. (1962) 


He ee 
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Interviewed by 


“Kr i 


EK 


(cap 


WALLACE visited the Soviet tIrion in 
1961, interviewed on 28 February 1565 
in Vienna, he admitted sppreach by 
unidentified Soviet but claiwad he 
refused to “help them"; said there 
have been no further attempts tu con- 
tact him. ; 


rviewed by 


mh 


2. 
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377. 
UNGER, Ralph and Evelyn: Ar- Source not named. 1962 American On mission for the U.S. Army at the 
@stad as ATS” age acs And daub ied Department case. NOSENKO's friend time of their arrest, the YOUNGERS 
sy KGD i. the USGR an P9On2s they and former American Embassy Section reported thoir recruitment immedi-~ 
en failed to appour at a meote subordinate, V.V. KOSOLAPOV, was ately on leaving the Soviet Union. vy 
Wg Sate ain Denmark. . directly involved 1n the case, which KGL officer KOSOLAPOV travelled ‘ 
took place when NOSENKO was back in to Copenhagen under alias in 1962, 
the Tourist Department. (1962) at the time the YOUNGERS. were sup-~ 
poscd to meet with KGB in Denmark. 
ao ; Source not named. ‘Tourist Depart- Interviewed in London in 1964, ZIRING 
4s 2 foal ment case while NOSENKO was in admitted eiechnarkerser tng but denied 
"¥Sit USSP. b Ss American Department. (1964 notes) e Mca a 
anvolvemunt in biacwzmarheteers 
onl 
co] 
n= J 
Source was M.A. SHALYAPIN, who re- Unidentified. Investigations by CIA,. a 
mister ofti- cruited "SASHA"; also possibly heard _ ACSI and the FBI continue. Sec cS 
satel) li- of ca pecs Yu.I. GUK, Yu.A. LOPUK~ Part VI.D.3.a. fri 
HOV, and V.M. KOVSHUK. —i 
: 5 N . 
ia@rinany as a venartment chi 
Btelligence in late 1902 
Irly 2963. & 
me Ut a U.S. citinen “ave No indication of source. (1964) Unidentified, possibly Daniel Echiecl 
Ag in d:oa furwier morried , - SHERICH, who married a Soviet na- 
a Soviet national who is herself tional in 1955; marriage was suf fi- 
long-time KSB agent. He was re- ten ty unusuet at that time tobe 
wuited when he visited Leningrad : = pe : : ; 
@r fur exhibits between 1955 ie 
fd 1961. ; 
\ 
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378. 
ame Unknown KGB cryptonym 


Source was Yu.I. GUK, in Geneva 
mrs A bon agent in Geneva in 1962. ‘ 


Unidentified, possibly Soseph 
wre he is employed by the 


Wilson HAYDON, long-time counsellor- ~ : 
librarian of the ILO; as early as vei) 
nternational Labor Organiza- 1950 was reported to be "well known 
ion. for his Communist sympathies" ‘and 
-for being associated with Soviet In- 
telligence networks in the United 
| States and Canada. Other possible 
candidatcs also under examination. 
ame Unknown: KN. SMIRNOV Source not named, Handled by : 
ravelled from New York City to SMIRNOV in Geneva in 1962. (1962) Unidentified, possibly Francis 7) 
eneva in 1962 (while NOSENKO STEVENS (see ‘above. aston : os 
ag there) to meet an agent, 


Writer who was a former U.S. 

tate Department employee, possi- 

ly with prior service in Mos- 
‘Ww; in 1962 this target had . 
tremely good connections in ae 

ifluential U.S. circles. 


t 
i 
cd 


4 Development Operations 
Lead 


MSTRONG, Robert: The Ambassador's 
qe Tn Moscow TS a homosexual and 
Glose friend of Stephan HOFFMAN 

@c below); he is known to be hav- 
g homosexual relations with 

hannes SBUHLE, a code clerk at the 
Rish Embassy; no other informa- 

on available. 


~ Frank; NOSENKO identified NAY 
a State Department code clerk in 
scow in the 1960-196! period. He 
¢ a target of either KOSOLAPOV or 
YAZNOV (NOSENKO could not recall 
dich), but ne active operational 
asures were taken against him for 
ck of opportunity. NOSENKO said 
did not remember anything inter- 


ting or unusual about DAY from con- 


aled microphones, telephone tapes, 
gsurveillance and that he did not 
member DAY's KGB file, although he 
d “skimmed it.'' NOSENKO also said 
at he did not know who DAY's 

Osest American or foreign friends 
re, or the names or descriptions 
any agents working against him, 
also did not know of any trips 

Y may have taken outside the USSR 
d doubtod that DAY took any inside 
a. USSR. The KGB had no deroga- 

ry information on DAY and was 
aware of any vulnerabilities he 
ght have had. ; 
Fa io Ke 
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379. 


Sourcing and Date of Report 


Source not named. A U.S. Embassy 
Section case at time NOSENKO said 
he was Deputy Chief of this section, 
(1964) 


Involvement as supervisor of opera- 
tions against American code clerks. 
(1964) 


2 A lemate ed! Seite uae ae eeene 


Investigation Results 


Recalled from Moscow on the basis 

of this information, ARMSTRONG ad- 
mitted the truth of the allcgations 
and resigned from the State Depart- 
ment in August 1964; he denied having 
been approached by the KGB. 


DAY arrived in Moscow by train from - 
Helsinki in May 1960 and. served a 
there until October 1961. After 
living alone for several. months in 
America House, he moved.into the 
Embassy compound where he roomed 
successively with State Department 
code clerks BRIDGEWATER, SALSAVAGE, 
and GARLAND. In July 1961 DAY 
travelled to the Caucasus with his. 
friend G. Stanley BROWN, who was the 
Agricultural Attache at the Embassy 


see Part V.E.3.f£.). 
DAY Later reported to the State Ve- 
partment Office of Security that the 


.two were followed by five surveil- 


lants at all times, that on. one 
occasion when they returned to their 
hotel room they found four "repair- 
men" there, and that while traveling | 
by train on this trip they shared g 
a compartment with "an available and 
attractive Soviet female." DAY de- 
nied any approach by Soviet Intelli-. 
gence, any homosexual activities, 

and any heterosexual activities with 
Soviet females in Moscow, or that he 
had participated in blackmarket activi- 
ties while there. (He was aware of 


14-00000 


Pet gee eager agrern FOUR TE tree Cee ttn Bide me as 


=. SiS a2 atte ? vietg a een ate eee ae deat diecel acai dy 
~ tlaheiaraal-si 
he 
‘ Js. 
380. . : 
- : 1 
the fact that a number of hie 5 
pa aeeptloradte were: involved in cure : 4 
transactions with & . 
KOSOLAPOV's agent, according 
te NOSENKO. ) DAY said that Le had { 
sold a hi-fi set at a laree profit 
to an Egyptian when leaving Moscow 
(probably GRR ae GRYAZNOV' 8 
agent, accoraing <o Hus ean) i 
Hhoviewing a U.S. Personal involvement as supervi-~ DWELLY was assigned to Moscut 458 oo | 
fist in Seprember sor of cove clerk operations and @ code clerk from April 1959 to July ) 
Sait he belseved that handler of homosexual agents YEFRO- 1960. He was interviewed by the Cf- | 
clerk during the MOV and VOLKOV. (1964) fice of Security of the iar rment | 
NOSENEO sana of State in March 1965 Serr, Lah POOH: 
q Logee wis nO Of NOSENKO''s informatie ee emery 
poe to TWESLY and that ie ets “ae 
‘omen ett ime w the derails of the 
poratiowtl play aqarnst CWELLY or the : he 
olla ees aay agents who might nave ey de erm ara 
eon him. Pe case OFFie { 
pars SOLADOV and G.t. i 
RY AG. ek Ata rrage bion am g an | 
Bard wsar, ; ; 
“behavior sshon ! 
's roan,” thea ®GB was "1c 
“shat he was a homosexual. 
SOENKO said, “a big hunt 


On 2 number of evenings 
was known to be free tron 
rah, NOSENKO, GRYASNOV, KOS QLAPOV, 
nado the two hoamogerual aqunts YEPREMOV 
And VOLKOV waited in vain in a KGB sur- 
WVedlloance car in the hope that DWELLY 
ould visit downtown Muescow and contact 
could be established with him. No photo-: 
raps of PWELLY were obtained; there 
aS no approach and no recruitment. 
INOSENKO could recall no other informa- 
ion on DWELLY at cvhis time, but later 
e said that perhaps GRYAZNOV'S homosexual 
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381. 


nt "VOLODYA" had spoken with DWELLY 
fouls toilot in a museum or a 
kfand believed on this basis that 
LLY was a hemoseacal, 


GOLITSYN also -— ; ; 
provided information concerning a oe 
KGb operation against a homosexual 
American code clerk at ahout this 
time. GOLITSYN reported that he 
had learned from discussions in the yy 
American Department in the spring 
of 1960 that the KGB had photographs 
of a code clerk engaged in homosexual 
acts but that KGB Chairman SHELEPIN 
had forbidden their use at that time _ zara 
because of possible political reper- eo 
cussions. (See Part VI.E.3.d. for | So 

fa 

cc 


details on this lead.) Apart from 
the coincidence of dates and the na- 
ture of the compromise, there is no a | 
information available to permit an rm 
equation of the NOSENKO and GOLITSYN 

r information. > 

ul Thomas : A consul in Moscow, Reported to NOSENKO by his homosexual FAIN was interviewed by Security 
N, was spotted by NOSENKO's howo- agent VOLKOV. (1964) Office, Department of State, & 
ual agent VOLSOV, whe exchanged Ewes 
neces with FAIN and was “almost 

per cent sure that FAIN is a homo- 
wait; this was ain 1959, when FAIN 
ited the USSR from his post in 
‘aslavia, anv there was insuffi- 

‘At time to mount an operation 

inst him durirg this visit, 

er, when FAIN arrived in Moscow, 
‘4KGR was planning to place 3 
@sexual agent in his life; no 

ther details available, 


gt ee 
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a. 
382. : 
K, David: Prefessor ia Phila. Case brought to NOSENKO's atten- FINK's sister was trying to marry 
phia and frequent visitor to tion when FINK was denied a visa a Soviet citizen, but the Soviets 
aUSSR, the Leningrad KGR hoped and the Leningrad KGB objected. refused her a visa to do so;% 
recruit him on ideological hasis MOSENKO was Deputy Chief of Tourist iewed by the FBT . 
through use of a female agent, Department at the time. (1964) 4 mR Sr es ; 
alise ot sisterts love affair with r 
aviet he was refused a visa in 
¥, but the KOB has arranged it : ; a w., my 
that he will be admitted if he ib tye fe +9 
anes again. aaes oie eb aa pas 
| ea aa SR 7 
a Norman: Visited the USSR as SOSENKO copied name when retiring FISK travelled to Europe and USER 
Uris: 27 1959, when he was file of one of his homosexual agents, with his wife and parents [In .J959) 
issed as a homosexual; if he re- VOLKOV or YEFREMOV. NOSENKO said Tit eK 
is he will Me a reeruitment tar- tiat when such a file is retired, Y onli 
; Kink requires case officer to draw up c 
a list of persons on whem the agent -—a 
reported. NOSENKO made a copy of list © 
and gave it to CIA, (1964) pay 
q : =< 
BEY, Joseph: Originally identi- lnavolvement as supervisor of KGB GAFFEY arrived in Moscow im Sep- mw 
WY NYSTNRC as a masitary en- operations against American coce tember 1961. Fred KADERA, 8 fellow 
fed man in Moscow curing 1960- clerks in Moscow. (2964) resident at America House, repestoed 


PY period who sas an operational 
rgetiof Viacimir DEMKIN. in 
stuary 1965 he correctly identi- 
@ him-oas ‘acState Department 

d@ clerk, saying that V.¥. KOSO- 
POV was the responsible case 

ficer and. that. he, NOSENKO, super: 
sed KCB operational activicy sur- 
anding GAFFEY. The KGB attempted 
dure GAFFEY inte downtown Moscow 
ing Svetlana IVANOVA, & maid in 
erica House and one of DEMKIN's 
ents. Despite her repeated invi- 
tions, GAEFEKY would not meet her. 
her than. IVANOVA, NOSENKO knew 

mo foreign friends of GAFFEY or 
‘any trips he made have made in- 
de the Soviet Union or sbroad. 


Serurity 
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dR, NOSENKO said, had no decroga- 
information cn GAFFEY and was 


YAP, Ider American correspor.- 
ee Np aii Pars + 2 
Was a2 KG" recruitment target 
9635-1954, but NOSHENKO did not 
whether he was subsequentiy re- 
tréd. 


BERG, Professor (fnul: Came to 
USSR TW ST ye 1958, when 
agional contact was established 
een him and the 448; details of 
agt unknown. 


N, Stephen: Currently assigned 
je American Embassy in Moscow; 
indulped in homosexual acts 
an Armenian in Yerevan and is 
ndly with Robert ARMSTRONG, 
her suspected homosexual (see 
oe}; KGR is now mounting a com- 
ige operation against HOFFMAN. 


383. 


involvement: BKhen NOSENE 

2 U.S. Embassy Section in 
wis given GiLMORE's develop- 
n te to read and was respon- 
sihle for naundling agents reporting 
on GILMOIE. C1904) 


zy 


Source not named. (1964) 


Source was G.I. GRYAZNOV, who cane 
to NOSENKO, then in the Tourist De- 
partment, to arrange for compromis- 
ing photography of HOFFMAN, (1964) 


Py 


> 


ayrrt ee 
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¥ 


BEET Saale is BN ; 
time. GAFFEY was Mos- 204 
cow in the summer of 1962, before 
expiration of his regular tour, 

because of drunkenness. During ques- 
tioning by the State Department 


siete, 


o 


i get a hese ai ote 
“A ae os : —_— 
Eddy Lanier King GILMORE first went (oe 
to Moscow in 1941 and was chief of me 
the AP Bureau there from 194$ to cA 
the summer of 1953. Married a Soviet ‘33 
citi PT ae | 

v4 

4 

rh “5 fr sn Bi So ‘ 
Professor Michael GINSBERG reported ; 
to U.S. officials in Helsinki in ‘1 
August 1956 about a recruitment 


approach. 


pore 
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384. 


HUSTON (fnu): -Travelled TDY to Mos- Source not named. An American 
Gow from Belgrade and was photographed Department case in 1960, when NO- 
making a blackmarket deal in a taxi; SENKO was serving there. (1964) 
case not completed because HUSTON has 

not returned to the USSR. 


\ 
if 


i 

JENNER, Paul Francis: In early 1969, NOSENKO originated the idea for 
me r. TAT Toanrhn A . * ap . - ‘i . . 

when tne ROW Tearned through normal this operaticn, was involved in 


¢hannels that JENNER was to be 
assigned to the U.S. Embassy in Mos- 
¢ow, 2t was supposed that he was a 


¢ode clerk because he was Listed as 


its planning and in arranging 
KOSOLAPOV's trip to Helsinki; 
jater KOSOLAPOV reported to NO- 
SENKO on his trip and contact with 


-it in late 1960. JENNER reported 


JENNER. G.I. GRYAZNOV, case offi- 
cer for the female agent, also sub- 
mitted a report. (1964) 


‘@ Secretary-Archivist, a frequent 
Cover for code clerks. As first 
Step in development of JENNER, U.S. 
Embassy Section officer V.V. KOSO- 
APOV travelled to Helsinki, where 
he boarded the train on which JEN- 
NER was travelling to Moscow, and 
then struck up an acquaintance with 
him. Additionally, a Female KGB 
agent boarded the train after it 
crossed the Soviet border and she 
too became acquainted with JENNER. The 
plan was to continue these relationships 
din Moscow. Because JENNER refused to 
‘do so and because he turned out to 
‘be a pouch clerk and not a code clerk, 
ithe operation was put aside. No re- 
Jeruitment approach was made. 


USIA employee Hayden Henry HUSTON. 
was arrested in Yugoslavia in 1954 
for sexual activities; this, the 
only adverse information abovt him. 
was reported to USIA on 30 October 
1963; he claimed no recruitment was 
made in his 1963 interview and saia 
he made two trips to USSR during 
Belgrade tovr. Other than his ar- 
rest in 1954, he stated there were 
no other incidents in ‘Yugoslavia © 
or elsewhere in the Sovict Bloc 
which could be used to embarrass 
him. Currently serving in Taiwan 
with USTA and has not been inter-~ 
viewed on basis of .NOSENKO's alle- 
gation. Feb e 


GOLITSYN described a similar opera- 
tion involving KOSOLAPOV, dating 


meeting girl and her brother to 
Embassy officials on arriving in 
Moscow, but reports no encounter 
with person matching KOSOLAPOV's 
description. Official Finnish 
travel records show KOSOLAPOV was 
not on same train as JENNER, but 
returned to Moscow two days after 
JENNER travelled from Helsinki to_ 
Moscow. See Part V.E.3.c. 
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|) fnu: A wealthy Baptist layman 
sited the USSR six or seven 
:@ and has met with Russian hapt- 
ion cach occasdon; personally 
jinted with President JOUNSON 
Knew President KENNEDY; under 
ly by the agecond Chief Director= 
to cbtain blackmail materials; 
62, SCOM"S became involve: with 
zt female, and although she ic 
KGB agent, aie KGB has taken 
reiationship under control ind 
nsucesseful ly attemoted to ob- 
sitg photographs on 


Whee 


Ore Pere my 


J Gojeck of much 
Crese during his 26 Octcber- 
er 1963 visit te the USSR; 
Pores cer under cover made con- 
with aim oan@, plannéd to continue 
qeontactszn the United States. 


pike 


} . 

QV (fnu): Visited the USSR in 
epee > ees, 

rg NEN Ne was assessed as a 
rgexual; if he returns he will 
grecruitment target. 
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Source not. named. 
by NOSENEO'S 
suberdinate, 
(1962) 


Case handled 
Tourist Department 
Vitaliy DERA. 


rained. 
First Chief Directorate 


Source not 
that the 


requestad Udataas Department assist- 


unce in arranging contact with 
KUAMIATL ae Moscow and that "we ex- 
erted all efforts to help them make 
this contact." NOSENKO at time was 
Deputy chief of Tourist Nepartmenat. 
£14964) 


Name included in list NOSENKO said 
he made when retiring file on one 
of his homosexual agents, see above 
entry for FISK. (1964 notes) 


NOSENKO explained 


peek eas Peres wr ae « 
His pari eee stivicaes’ GbT 
on in-a 1961 Top Secret Kan docune. f 
furnished to CIA by GOLITSYN in LaF 
citing JONES' Bible-snuggling act. 
vities and giving his name. 


Charles P. HAMZAUI, son-in-law of 
Alexander SAFFIAN who was reported 
in contact with Soviets in the 1921 
HAMZAUL himself was noted in froge/ f 
conrece. with =ouecks since arrivin 
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NNEDY, Rohnert: In 1963 NOSENKO ROILSUTKOV, «whom NOSENKO described 
arnea from GRU Colonel G.N. BOL- as a friend whom he had known for 
AKOV, who had been selecice by Presi-' acta two years" (since 1962). 

nt KENNEDY as a confidential channel (1964) 


ch correspondence with KHEUSHCHEV, 

at R Robert KONNEDY had Jong wishec to 
sit the Sovict Union. SOLSEANOY also 
ld@ NOSENKO that, when the Bolshoy 
Wet had been on tour in the Uni 
ates, Pobert KENNEDY ghowt ane 
- rn one of its lueaaing porcornc 
Sip 


Maya PLISETSVAYA. NOSENEO aN 


2H LS prepused to “,. GRIGANOV, 


7 
def or Second Chicl birceturate, 
t EENNODY be invited fo the VSGR, set 
es peavete quarters, ana FEVER TRE 
treatment, including 
SKAYA 2£ he wanted. 
spopesé that KENNES compromises 
an attempt be mace tc reeruit 
purpose Of this pt 3 
fomote ac rapprochemeun 
ani to tere over the 
n President RENNEDY ana’ 6 
ch was then being handica by 
CRIBANOV thought the plano good 
ang suid he would disvu.s a. wit 
MICHASTRYY, Chairman of athe EON; nuthin 
@ further was done, however, pcaias 
yPresident RENNEDY's assassination 
oe thereafter. 


NOSE 


ee erae pees a Tt 


Mee oon gy 


BOLSHAKOV' s role asa Soviet "dis- 
information" channel was. publicized 

in the press in 1962, after he : 
assured the White House that the ; 
Soviets hag no offensive missiles 

in Cuba. Feats ras identified 
BOLSHAKOV as-a cnt officer. NOSENKO'S 
developmental plan for Robert KEN- 
NEDY cannot be checked. -Robert 


KENNEDY had already visited the USSR ; 
once, when he accompanicd Supreme -:) 
Court Justice William DOUGLAS in 

See Part V.F.9. 


1955 or 1956. 


14-Gp000 e a 


AL Martins A graduate ctudent, 

Ajvisitea Moscow for about four 

hp in 1955 and homosexual tenden~ 
were detested. KG suspected 

Aber antelligence ties. Conpro- 
Operation staged in Moscow 

1f room, but MALIA insisted on 

ihy off lights and no photo- 

hy possible. Consequently no 

gach icde. Aqain visited USSR 

961, hut was more carcful and 

her opportunities did net sre- 
themselves. NOSENKO also 
@ates of MALIA's visits as 
1962. 


1959 


a 

DO. Raivh: Suspected of having 
sexus: tendencies during his 
Visit to the US5R: will be a 
et for cocruitment if he re- 


j 1:00 CU State Nepartment 
Clerk Joseph MORONE was an 
ational target of the U.S. 
ssy Section in 1960-196). 

ape travelled to Warsew on 

in Late 1965, a Polish girl- 

WAS a US agent was placed on 
train to seduce him. Com- 
iping pheteqraphs were mada 
arsaw. At KGR request, the 
gent. was later brought again 
ascow where morc photegraphs 
meade. Operation was termi- 
@ before approach could be 
because Americans ordered 
NE out of Moscow before the 
of his tour, possibly because 
ig intimate. relations with 
we fenales at America House. 


Py 


387. 


Personal involvement as case offi- 
cer; for this operation, NOSENKO 


borrowed Viktor’ BELYANOVSKTY , crypto- 


nym "STROYEV," a homosexual agent 
of the British Department, KGB Sec 
ond Chief Directorate, and arranged 
the compromise operation in the Mos- 
cow Heel: (1964) 


NOSENKO noted name when retiring 
file of YEFREMOV or VOLFOV, his 
homosexual agents; see above en- 


tries for FISK and “AKLOV. (1964) 


Personal involvement; NOSENKO in 
charg: of code clerk operations at 
the time and helped plan the compro- 
mise en the train. At the time 
MORONE went to Warsaw, NOSENKO was 
on TRY in Cuba, but details were 
repurted to him oon his return. 
(194) 


sete ee Edn esse 


: U.S. eee Intelligence officer 
uring the Second World War ] 


MALTA visited the USSR in 1955 

and again in 1962, In: the spring 
of 1963, he toid| he 
had had no involvement with black- 
marketeers, homoscex als, or. females 
on ae to USSR; BF 


Identity confirmed as Ralph. MATLAW; 
case “still under investigation. 


7 


NORONE 


was interviewed and polygraphed in 
Wesin May 1961 and admitted inti- 
rice with the Polish female: he 
denied ever being: approached by 
either the UB or S eliieence. 


He was transferréd in 
1961, a year after he first 
‘See naEt ‘Ve ¥.3. 


August 
arrived in Moscow. 
c. (iv). 
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SEN, v1, Philip: NIELSEN's first NOSENKO was involved in the de- NIELSEN travelled to the S§viet 
ito the USSR was in 1957 or 1958 _ termination of NIELSEN's possible Union by private car in‘Apfil 1958; | 
iftourist. Because he made the: intelligence status on first trip. , 
laintance of some “teddy boys" No source given for subsequent in- , 
igscow and tried to acquire a foimation. Tourist Department 
iat the Moscow Phone Directory officer LEONOV and American De- NIELSEN met KUNGAROVA on aglater 
them, the KGB suspected he was partment officer viktor KOPEYKIN trip, in January 1959, and Feturned 
acted with CIA. NIELSEN was were involved at various stages of to sec her in Moscow in Janiary 1960 
lunder surveillance during this the operation. (1964) despite indications and wargings . r 
all subsequent trips, but was that he was involved in what appeared { 
‘d observed in other intelli- : to be a KGB operation. Because KUNGA- “A | 
tasks. On one of his visits ROVA's "father" allegedly. objected m4 
jscow, NIELSEN: fell in love with to the plans of the couple: tk . MAXKIY, ot 
agent Tamara KUNGAROVA, and the NIELSEN agreed to taik to. hin In- . 
decided. to use her in the de- troduction was made at the: Hotel : 
‘pment of NIELSEN. For the pur- Praga in Moscow. NIELSEN: ‘later 
‘gs Of assessment, LEONOV, a noted that the "father" bore no Y 
ist Department officer, was resemblance to KUNGAROVA,: ‘although = 
a@quently introduced to NIELSEN tal brother "could have been ‘her —y 
he role of KUNGAROVA' s father, | w 
there were. Ad’ ‘positive results. . e rm 
¢, perhaps in 1960 or 1961 t6 Moscow in 1962 and. mar- os 
|NOSENKO was in the U.S. Embassy ried KUNGAROVA. They subsequently re | 
ion, he heard that the “active lived in paris. KUNGAROVA: died in as 
‘" section (penetration of Ameri- Franco in 1965 (see entry: ‘tor 


Intelligence oprrations) of the 
‘hean Department wes planning to 
further on NIELSEN, but NOSENKO 

ened ho more in this connection. 

\fd hear, however, that NIECSEN ‘ ws | 
RUNGAROVA had married and as of a aa eee | 

2iwere living in London. NOSENKO wee? 

Wlated that one of the reasons for eG : ; 

failure of the recruitment opera- Sette : * an 


jagainst NIELSEN is the possibility ie 
he learned that KUNGAROVA didn't . : ees 
fa father or that she told him e 

the operation surrounding him. 


389. 

Cu, Pauls Contacted by the Source was K.G. KRUPNOV, case 
Uring fhe Squaw Valley Olyin- officer in American Section, Tour- 
byt not yet recruited; to be ist Department, who arranged con- 

otaccted in Switnerland. tact between OMELICH and First 


Chief Directorate officer, (fnu) 
SAYTSEV, when OMELICH visited Mos- 
cow in August 1963. (1964) 


SBRENNIKOV, Sergey: In L955, Personal involvement. (1964) 
Or Stor Tos7, , SEREBRENNIKGV, an 
idyee of che Library of Congress, 
fta Moscow with a Congressional 
sgatics. He ee a brother, a 
i@¢ai Jector, living in Sverdlovek, 
ghe KGH arranged to bring the 
ter to Moscow to meet SEXEBRENNI-= 
ROSENKO told the FEI tnat it was 
a@ to use the “reunion of the two 
tBers es a possible wedge toward 
PRC of SFREBRENNIKUV"; he told 
th Wat the: KGB had informaticn indi- 
ika SEREBRENNIKOV to be connect 
hfaAmerican Intelligence and that the 
se of the meeting wags “to feel 
out." NOSENKO himself arranged for 
EBRENNIKOV's brother to be brought 
Méscow and then briefed him to meat 
FBRENNINOV. “first as brother meeting 
ther." ile told the brother that the 
Woule have further instructions for 
After the first meeting. A meot- 
jd take place, but it was “very 
tgZonal" and the hrother later told 
GB that he had nov‘opportunity 
Abscuss with SEREBRENNIKOV the pos~ 
ility of hia helping the Soviet 
of. As SEREBRENNIKOV was only in 
cow for a few days, no further meet- 
si took place and no further action 
taken Be the KGB, NOSENKO said 
t the KGB felt that SEREBRENNIKOV 
puspicios of his contact with his 
ther. No further details. 


i 
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eum oae ese rrene yey rer ore 


feet any 


concerning his 1956 tour of % 

iet Union accompanying Senator llenry 
l. JACKSON and Liecutenant'Colonel 
Edward HATHAWAY from the Pentagon. 
On his last night in Moscow he re~- 
ceived a telephone call in his hotel: 
room from a person who said he was 
SEREBRENNIKOV's brother from Sverd- 
lovsk, whom he had not, seen since 
1918. The brother requested a mect=- 
ing. SEREBRENNIKOV was convinced 
from the caller's uneducated speech 
and other signs that he was not in 
fact his brother. Therefore, he re- 
fused to see him. Immediately after 
the 10-minute conversation, SEREBREN- 
NIKOV called Senator JACKSON's hotel 
room to report what had happened. 
Senator JACKSON sent Colonel HATHA 
WAY to SEREBRENNIKOV's hotel room, 
and they discussed the entire inci- 
dent. At JACKSON's suggestion, 
SEREBRENNIKOV then moved into the 
Senator's room for the night. SERE- 
BRENNIKOV also advised the U.S. Emb- 


assyof the incident. After his return 


to the United States, the story of 
the phone call was written up in 
Newsweek magazine. The article 
wrongly stated that SEREBRENNIKOV _ 
knew his brother was dead. . 0 wt 
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cisca: A cerrespond- Personal involvement. Read develop- SALISBURY was first in Moscow in 1984 
Wis an operational mental file on SALISKURY and also and again lived there from 1949 to 
U.S. Embassy Section, handled two KGP agents, a chauffeur 1954. He was closely associated 
Departmen’, during 1953 and a maid, wno were reporting on with Thomas WHITNEY and ®HITNEY's 

when NOSENEQ was assigned him, (1&4) wife during later period (see above). 


at 


-5 O 
mane 
ad 
See 


~ SoD 


rdwith eae ai for such <2. 
ions, NOSENKO read the de- oe 
‘Mental file SALISBUPY bat 

Bhat it is i ssibla to tell 

won filles cher the tarqetl 
Yirew raised 22252 oo Or. 
ie CSE ae sy shoe Brees 


SUTT IN, who Personal involvement as SOBO- 
Durst £irin in the ROVA'sS case officer. (1964) 


Ue Staies, visited the USSR 
veral occasions “ad became 
ved with KG® agert Larissa 
OVA, an Inturist 

i : Was 


rom i856 unril 


meirried and retired. 


suspected that she ha: 
relationstiio with SUTTON 
ap ag intimate with 2 


did net report thia, 

and therefore NQUENKO 

Ro be anre. SUurJON used 

> SOBOMOVA Letters and 

g which he signed “aloha.” 


“oe 
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AGEN, William: New York City 
eenin; was worked on by the 


Rnian EGR in June 1963 with 
aera results; had been pre- 
nisl y worked on di Moscow aur- 
than earlier trap in 1959, but 

fronsidered a *stupid and un- 
istna Larget™ at that time. 


R, Jatine NOSENKO identified 

LANA state Department code 

’ who was a target of V.V. 

SOLAPOV. NOSENKO did not recall 
TAYLOR Served marlier and 

do he was not aware of any back- 

dnd information the KGB might 

‘@ had concerning him. The Sov- 

,fmaid who cleaned TAYLOR's room 

s}a KGS agent, and at KGB direc- 

succeeded in getting TAYLOR to 
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Source net named. NOSENXO said he 
had no sersonal involvement, the 
1958 and 1963 trips made during 
NOSENKO'S service in Tourist De- 
partment; the 1960 trip, which 
NOSENKO did not mention, was when 
NOSENKO was in the American De- 
partment. (1464) 


Supervisor of operations against 
American code clerks. (1964) 


fe aprpace semen me ee ee a is 


cee te eet ewes ee gnen: 


‘. 
! 
ae 
4, 
ac 
wires sch. 
, t 
e wis eee Sst i lpn” gales ta ik, 


Travelled to the USSH da 198, 2960 
and 1963, 


upon, setura from 
1960 trip, reported detalles of KGS 

approaches in 1958 anc 1960), danying 
acceptance of Soviet proposal 
pag ‘ 


Paha inci oo igalia ; 
TAYLOR served in Tel Aviv aa 8 
code clerk from Nucth 193) ito -Sep~ 
tember 1959 and leter confease) that, 

during this tour he performed chendes~ 

tina— 


| He arrived in Noscaw 
in February 1960 and, after living 
a month in a Soviet hotel, soved inte 
quartexs in the Embassy. Hie maid. 
was Sophia ALEKSEYEVA; according to «. 


te ; ; 
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apartment where she lived with 
rlfriend. TAYLOR and the maid 
me intimate; however, no com- 
ising photographs were taken 

er apartment as the KGB pre- 

ad to lure him to a different 
tment which wes better suited 
this purpose. By studying his 
acter, thea maid learned that 
ough not a Communist, TAYLOR 
sympathetic toward the people 
way o” life in the USSR. At 
point it was decided to insert 
GAPOV into the operation 

ctly. ‘lo accomplish this, 
LAPOV contacted the agent's girl- 
nd and recruited her as an op- 
donal contact. An evening 

y was then arranged at the maid's 
tment, and ROSOLAPOV was intro-~ 
d to TAYLOR as a friend of the 
friend. Yt was KOSOLAPOV's in- 
don to develop TAYLOR further 
flake a thorough assessment with 
deological approuch being the 

1 objective. This was toward 
end of TAYLOR's tour. KOSO- 

Vo never mot him again, and 

@ was no recruitment approach. 
as NOSENKO's opinion that no 
mpt was made to recruit TAYLOR 
his time partly because the 

did not want to jeopardize 

more important STORSBERG case 
»}Part V.E.3.c.) by risking a 
p." The casu was turned over _ 
whe First Chief Directorate when 
QR was reassigned from Moscow. 


TAYLOR, he began to have intimate 
relations with her in about Septem=- 
ber 1960, On the first four occa- 
sions, their relations took place 
in TAYLOR's quarters, but there- 
after, because TAYLOR roomed with 
the code clerk Paul JENNER, Sophia 
invited TAYLOR to her apartment. 
TAY:.OR recalled having been, intimate 
with her four or five times!there. 
Shortly after he kegan having rela- 
tions with her. Sophia announced 
that she was pregnant; TAYLOR of- 
fered her money for an abortion but, 
he said, she refused to take the 
money. In about December 1960, 
Sophia invited TAYLOR to. visit her 
girlfriend's apartment (she had no 
roommate). TAYLOR recalled that 
this was a well-furnished apartment 
with, he believed, a full length 
mirror on the closet door;. TAYLOR 
thought the KGB could not have 
acquired photographs because the 
lights were out during their rela- 
tions. Around Christmas or New 


1393S dOL 


Years 1960, TAYLOR also recalled, C) 


there was a party in Sophia's apart- 
ment; two Soviets who did not speak 
English were also present. TAYLOR 
left Moscow in February 1961. He 
has denied ever being approached for 
any purpose by Soviet Intelligence. 
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ugh Professor THOMPSON nad 
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A 


te es Siteetl! a . 
Whale in Moscow, on 2? Sur, 
THOMPSON reported at Tha Le 


Sahsaay 


that a Sovier acquainronot Spas Bed} 


debts and ig congidet as 


Bhatt RAS 
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An American profes~ No source given. (1964) 
‘ cane to the Soviet Union 
Y9G2 or 19632 and was the target 

In Operation run by K.G. KRUPNOV. 
Geis a speelalist in Russian 
rature ond speaks Fluent Rug- 

» dis was lured into. a compromising 
Wation by a feaale KGB agent and 
tegraphs were taken. At one point 
officer Yevgeniy NOSKOV was piaced 
@irect contact with TWAR)G, but it 
decidee not to approach him as 
lecompranining photogvaphy was net 
Gidered uugficient basas for ro- 
Stment and he was expected to ; 
rn to the USSR in 1964 or 1965. 
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Source not named. MNOSENKO said 


uw RRAROV, Lawrence ALITY AN, 
om, ‘es nee ar . . Pa ere, 3 a fe: 
reamerscan OY Armenian background, "ho was a tourist and that's why 


ain made the. firs’ contact 
him." Tnis was one of the 
hich NOSFNKO "simply 

Gown because i.e crossed 


ater the USSR in Novembar 1983; he our 
tacted the MGR and told them of an wien 
poecan Arm in i ii: 
ligence who 


aA a 
ie use hi feaeld of vision." (194) 
: FGR 


AAAROV. 
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George VAN LAETHEM was. asaiatant 
Army Attache at the U.8. arbsory 


HEC heard tnis sory 


LAR THEM, Gooareress fe 
PANKRATSY, 


AG al Uaree Pas sy, 


Russian actress, Alla UNCVA, i fOMOYA wase HOS iN KO In’ Moscow from March 194) ta March 
ap placed on a train going from that che case officer 1993, and again from March to 
aglin to Maoscaw some cima in 1953 = VAN LASTUEM hims May 1955. fe was the eryptographic oF 
cR1l954, in order to trina uo or pets NOW, who Was 2 security officer, In charge of the 
Muaintance with VAN LAMrHes, gible for werk against a -Embassy coda roc, and Gupervised 

1@ did becore acquainted with bore of tha Air Attache the activitias of tha military code 
i@ and gave him her address and at that time. (1904) clerks and mechanics, including 


Dayle SMITH, and wan aluw oy 
RHODES' supervisor. VAN LARTHEM's / 


rOne number in Moscow. Although 
y@ was sure she would hear from 
im, he never did call her in 

: 

1 
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: 
ERFORD, Frederick Payne: A guide Personal involvement as case a 
Seer, Sey Or aa ee nee oer . : ° 
the Asierican exhibition in Moscow officer for agents VOLKOV and 
959 and roommate there of Robert YEFREMOV: was behind two-way ; 
mirror and viewed compromising H 
' ‘ 


ETT (sce above). WILLERFORD becane 
Aved with NOSENKO'Ss homosexual agents acts. (1964) 
OV and YEFREMOV and photographs were 


j insion to approach hia was 
i : ; 
ed, wover, becausc of a goneral pros 


éion on recruitment attempts ot the 
Bition in connection with NHRUSHCHEV' s 
Ge: 


Heomita trip te the United Shates,. 
by 
Ss = 


‘ 


Personal invelverment as case 
officer. (19¢4) 


sa Dein 


€ STONSBERG at the Amorican Fmbassy 


+. se —f 
oc. ber 1965, he said he had met 3 
a) 

‘Ty 

2 

3 

! 

f 


961. As vert of this Ceveloomont 
pete Wi ee Sgt 
Cte Was agent lly Ja a 


studying an Muscow, 


wake ZUICD! aca intanace at. America * but did not know his name and 


a to him for oaly about 15 


@.o hventually was to help : ; 

ae ZUTUS with a Soviet female, minutes on one occasion; ecdaitteda : 
became friends with ZUIUS during sexual relationships with a number 

‘mber of visirs to America Hous, ; of third nationals in Moscow. 

Was able to accomplish and report 


ed ¢ , 
Ye las 2U0US was reserved by nature. ‘ : 

ing deragatory was developed and ; a) 
wing came of tha operation, 


a Maurice: SOSENKO identified Invoivament as supervisor of ZWANG, a State Department coce 
Gin Tocy as an American code eperations against American clerk, served in Moscow from Fobru- 
ary 1961 to January 192. wis maid 


Ak who was"actively worked on” in code clerks. (1964) 
“pw during the 1960-1961 period; from Pebruary to October 
SNKO supervised activity against Sophia ALEKSEYEVA. 7399 
-) An agent, name unknown, an Arab ‘ eA TE LE a 
, Mics Sa 


nm the Fyyptian Embassy, introduced 

NG to Inga VARTLAMOVA, an agent of 

U.S. Embassy Section, and ZWANG e 
ited her apartment several times. 

"“MOVA Gid not like ZWANG, however, 

441d not want to have intercourse 


= ewe : : ore ne orth Sa am asgrie crm ne rpetate t+ sh a Eten ne eegmane s+ 
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‘ forrest 
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te 
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. 


ith him. 
ropped and no recruitment appros 
ade to ZWANS. Tn 1965 NOSENKO sa 
wV. KOSOLAPOV was the case office 
ible for 2WANG and wrote the oper 
aln concerning him. It was G.I. 

evertheless, who arranged for the Esy 
gent to visit America House, whera h 

NW developed MWANG. GRYASNGV wos 
ase ort.cer for VaARLAMOVA and arroang: 
ey to te auntroduced to Gi 
gypracn. AL the tame Nos. 
WBooamiassy Secuaion aa January 
further activity sur 
fore ors ther arent 

ore Wepo no virbnerab. 


> os . 3 - sey 
Nar, na no aporoacis 


reason the case was 

eh war 

id that 
respon- 
ienal, 
ad 


mee hi 
Lael 
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aes <3 Pt 
ZWANG has been Jescribed by 
Ainericans in Moscow as a hanavy gam- >: 


bler; he has also bean ceportad by 
various sources to have bee: active 
in currency speculation and black 

market activities cenaterin around 
me Abe Dn ae Tope he, ‘s 
wiOm NOSENKO identi ficd, a®. KOSOLAPOV's 
agent. He resigned trom:the State ‘ 
Department. : oo 
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Insuccess ful Approaches 
i 


i Lead ; Sourcing and Date of Report Investigation Results 
a 

[R, Peter: The KGB attempted to re- Source not named. ‘NOSENKO said BINDER reported the attempted re- 

ETBINDRR, an Army sergeant assigned he never read BINDER's file, al- cruitment at once and was recalled 
i@ U.S. Embassy in Moscow on the though he saw some "materials" ron Moscow; aH 

of his involvement with a Russian concerning him in 1961 while in iif cae 
At America House. ‘The attempt the U.S. Embassy Section. Saw no 

1g. more information after return to tac. 

: ; the Tourist Department in early served in Mosvow from le March 1961 S) 
a i January 1662. Vladimir DEMKIN and until 22 January 1963. See Part 4, 
| : S.M. FECOSEYEV named by NOSENKO as V.D.4.¢c. | 
j participating in case. (1964) 

NS, Horst Henry: A former Soviet Personal involvement as supervisory | 

zen who left the USSR with re- Yourist Department official and 

ting German troops in 1942, BRAUNS later as recruiting officer. NO- 

target of unsuccessful approach SENKO reported that when BRAUNS re- 
he returned to the Soviet Union fused to cooperate, he (NOSENKO) = 
tourist to visit relatives in travelied to Leningrad to speak “9 

“t BRAUNS was told he would be with him. Parts of lead learned rae 

zed with war crimes unless he from K.G. KRUPNOV, whe originally PALL 
pted recruitnent; he initially approached BRAUNS in Moscow. =g 

oy but later refused ta co- (1964) : ae 


ate. The KGS has cropped the 


basin ctv. 


© 


No source given in 1962; in 1964 
NOSENKO said he learned of the 
case from Chief of the U.S. Emb- 
assy Section, V.M. KOVSHUK. Did 
not know who made the approach. i 
(1962) ee 


eines 4 


rs at 
2 cee eee eee mee mie: scam rentntiNh eAteEiatriemin. eater pumps me meee Yt oe 


399. 


KEYSERS, who performed code clerk 
duties for a short time in addition 
to his regular administrative funce- 
tions in the office of the Military 
Attache, was recognized as a homo- 


: The KCB discovered that 
i de clork, was a homosmxual 
ene of the KGB ajents at America 

ge spotted him kissing a member of 
iBitirag Tee Capades tour. Appar- 


Porsonal involvement as American 
Penartment officer responsible 
for Operations against U.S. code 
flesks; personally accosted KEY- 
SERS ut Moscow airport. (1962, 
without name) . 


Ly the Americans determined KEYSE&sS' 
MMess at the same time, as prepira- 
AB were immediately made to remove 
SESS Crain Morcew., Beas of lack 
ame, all the “GB could do was to 
PKEYSERS a letter pointing out he 
fin deep trouble and urging him to 
ect. sBYSERS reported this luthier 
AMerican officials. at the airport, 
nm KEYSERS was leaving Moscow, he 
j@pproached by NOSENKO, who made 2 
al bid for KEYSERS to remain in the 
R. When originally reporting this 
@, NOSENKO named the American as 


a 
tf 


US anu then, a few days later, called 


cial meeting with CIA to correct 
imistake 


aes 


sexual in the spring of 1961 and was 
removed from Moscow shortly there- 
after. He had earlier been relieved 
of code clerk duties due to lack of 
interest and aptitude. Events in- 
cluding delivery of the letter and 
the approach at the airport were 
much as NOSENKO deseribed. KEYSERS 
unable to identify NOSENKO photo~ 
graph. See Part V.E.3.c. (vi). 


TH, Edward: KGB cryptonym "RYZHYY." 
‘Grity Officer at the U.S. Embassy 
-twas the target of an unsuccessful 
\dreeruitment operation 1n 1954 or 
‘§. On the basis of falsified 
tos of SMITH and his Russian maid 
sexual relations, the KGB tried to 
vitalize on the fact that he was 
I@ed having an affair with this maid. 
YYoyranhs were sent to him in a let- 
yieh get up a meeting with KGB. 
Jame te the meeting, but did not 
qe to recruitment; agreed to come 
nothec meeting. He did net appear, 
later receiving several more 
i@atening letters from the Hub, 
ionfessed to the Ambassador and was 
hore. 


IRSBERG, James Harry: Military code 
agk who was NOSENKO"s principal re- 
udtment target during 1960-1961. 
ow-moving development operation 
nediated of involving STORSBERG 

rét with a series of Soviet females 
th the aid of NOSENKO's agent, Johan 
SISFREUND, a Finnish businessman; 
cond in blackmarket activities; 
@.finally, with the aid of N.S. 
VORTSOV (who posed as a French 
Binessman) with more female KGB 
ants. Compromising photographs 
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NOSENKU claimed case officer in- 
volvenent in the operation in 
1962, but in 1964 retracted this 
and said he learned of the case 
from V.M. KOVSHUK who was the 
case officer. His only role was 
in a surveillance phone-watch. 
(1962) 


Personal involvement. NOSENKO 
said he devoted almost full time 
to this case for about a year. 

In 1964 NOSENKO said he was pres~ 
ent in the hall outside the 

hotel room in which STORSBERG 
was approached. In 1962 NOSENKO 
had said that he personally 
approached STORSBERG. (1962, 
without name) 


sh caeaniee deiteg 2 ort 


GOLITSYN told of reading, some time 


.in 1957, of a case against a U.S. - 
" Embassy Security Officer, not namea, 


based on his love affair with his 
Russian maid or cleaning woman. 

By KGB instruction she told him 

she was being forced to work for 

the KGB and would be arrested if 

she did not. He helped her by pass- 
ing her false information, until 

the KGB objected, after which he 
passed a mixture of false and true 
material. This took place between 
1953.and 1957. Edward Ellis SMITH 
acknowleuged to CIA his having ro- 
ceived letters (as described by 
NOSENKO) --in June 1956--but denied 
having personal meetings with the 
KGB . He did confess to the Ambassa-. 
dor, but only to having been intimate 
with the maid. Not until 1962, when 
canfronted with the details from 
GOLITSYN, did he confirm .the truth 
of the rest of the. story as GOLITSYN 
told it. At all times he aeniea 
accepting recruitment. See Part 
Vi.D.4d.c. for details. 


GOLITSYN reported two leads which 
may relate to this operation. 

First was to a military code clerk 
in Moscow who had been developed 

to the point where recruitment : 
was virtually assured by: spring 

of 1960. (STORSBERG was one of 

two American "military code clerks" 
in Moscow at the time.) Second 
lead was to American at U.S. Emb- 
assy who was successfully recruited 
with the aid of PREISFREUND in . 


late 1960, (NOSENKO and PREISFREUND . 


ee cen Ema en eam emMe teens Stine 


fobtained and STORSBERG was 
dached on basis his activities and 
ifieial need shertly before he was 
igigned in late 1961. STORSRERG 
do to cooperate, but cid not ren 
che approach to the Americans and 
‘approached again by the KGB if 
rt abroad. 


TENPACH, Collette: SCHWARZENSACH 
She earget of an unsuccessful KGB 
haere approach in 1958 or 1959, 
Jas wovking in Moscow at the time 
ell in love with a male KGB agent. 
had compromicing photographs 
with this Soviet, but it was 
O's opinion that these weve nor 
notho approach, whieh was besed 
her afrection for the Sov- 
NOSENA did not xnow who made 
Or under what circeum- 
was Cercarn the attempt 
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NOSENKO sai@ he was not sure from 
whom he learned this information, 
but it may have come from V.i. 


MIURHAYLOV of the U.S. Embassy Seco 


who cirected the operation. 

KO did not ceac the file on 
SCIAARZE NBACH ¢ but saw it and the 

cempromising chotographs. (1964) 


tion 


NOSE 


reported that PREISFREUND took part in 


SCHWARZENBACH 


purine 195 5 and 1956, 
was secretary to Mrs. BOHLEN, the 
Ambassador's wife, and Director 
of the Anglo-American School in Mos- 
cow. In 1956 and 1957 she worked 
for Henry SHAPIRO, UP representative 
there (see Part VI.D.2.a.)i While 
employed by SHAPIRO she became 
acquainted with one Viktor'I. SER- 
GEYEV, a functionary in, the pub- 
lishing business. In January 1959 
she was approached - by a KGB officer 
in Riga on the basis of compromising 
photography ‘and was asked. to provide 
specific information on the U.S. 
Embassy. She reported this at 
once to Henry SHAPIRO, who told 
Ambassador THCHPSON, SCHWARZENBACH 
left the USSR in carly 1959, shortly 
after the incident. She was, inter- 
viewed by the State pepe ee Re- 
para Security offic 


agains? STORSRERG. ) 
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‘Investigations 


REDLAN, Sohn Ver ROSENKO was the KGL 
age “orsieer responsible tor ABIDLAN 
uping 1960-1961. ABIDIAN, the U.S. 
nbassy Security Officer, was] 


the 
oSt important target of the Secend 
niet Mirectorate in this period. 
owever, re was deciced merely to 
agen mim and not attenpon recrunt- 
ant in hopes of "cCatchhie onother 
opov" (the GRU lieutenant coionel 
np had heen handled by former 

Deity Officer Russeli LANGEULE 
a who, according to NOSENEO, was 
pretences un 1959 through surva:l- 

Moe). NOSENKG received the reporc- 
ng from those agents who were in toucn 
ith ARLIOLZAN and supervised surveil- 
ahee coverage on him. At the end 
£41969, ABIDIAN was noted visiting 
nj address on Pushnin Street in Mos~ 
OW walch Beoctbee suitable for a 
agd drop anc special surveillance 
fe-this location was bequa, but there 
are no results. Only later, when 
OBFENKO was no longer in the U.S. 
aa Sy Suction, was if inacned that 
his dyop site was related to the PEN- 
OVSKLY operation (GRU colonel wha we 
gent source for CIA and British in- 
el ligence). 


nein: Donald: Born in 1937, a U.S. 
Teivany ttaveried to the USSR in 1963 
nad was the target of a KG iavesti- 

ition in Sochi; he was thought to be- 
@ng to American Intelligence >ecause 
f his contacts with a KGB agent, 
kyptonym “TRAPEZUND." 


402. 


Personal involvement as ABIDIAN's 
casr officer Atter ARIDLAN visited 
Pushkin Street addres3, NOSENKO 
inspected area ane later received 
reports of stationary surveillance 
established across the street. 
(1962) 


Personal involvement; supervised 
activities of local KGB organiza- 
tion; discussed case with the 

American Department and with O.M 
GRLBANOV, Chief of the Second Chief 
Directorate. (1964) 


emer pymen eeeper ot 


It took place on 30 December 1961, 


a year after the date given by 
NOSENKO and several days before 
NOSENKO allegedly transferred to 


the. Tourist Department. 
VI.D.7.b. 


See Part 


Donald ALBINGER Bites, 


TRIES COL 


‘~. 


ORN, Feedarick: BARCHOORN, a 
S@r at Yale University, was the 
of a KGB provocation operation 
33 the KGB planted disinforma- 
ni BARGHOORN and then arrested 
ne purpose of the provocation 
counteract the FLI arrest of 
ANOV im New York in connection 
he BUTENEO case with a view fc: 
My tracing BARSHOORN for IVANOV 
Bisecourag: 
Fer. R 5 
gurist at the time of IVANOV's 
nd wis considered the most 
availabir hostage for 4 


2 Thomas Frank bin: Twice 

emp at Rn in ess se RN ES ee et , 

“gyist groups to tne USSR in 

md was assessed as an Ameri- 

elligence agent; BAKTHOLEMY 
nhoaet with —. a Finn 

Pa Kot agent. 


GHOORN was in the USSP 


g futere such arrests 


is] 
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Personal involvement in prelimi- 
nary discussions and selection of 
BARGHOORN as victim; NOSENKO was 
present during initial stages of 
BARGHOCOPN's interrogation follow- 
ing his arrest. (1964) 


Learned of RARTHELEMY's contact 
with LAINE from the Leningrad KGB 
while there om TRY in 1963. Lak- 
THELEMY had been under observa- 
tion by the Tourist Department in 
1959 because KGH had information 
he had graijuated from an intel- 
tigence scnool. s information 
was in his file in Tourist Depart 
ment. (L264) 


This 


. 
Fey 


Professor BARGHOORN was arrested in 
Nescow on 31 October 1963 after an 
unknown Soviet approached him on 
the street and placed what purported 
to ke classified documents in his 
pockets. HARGHOORN's account of the 
provocation-arreast and its aftermath 
generally coincides with that given 
hy NOSENKO. BARGHOORN recognized . 
NOSENKO's photograph as that of one 
£ the Soviets present at his inter- 
rogation. See Part V.F.7. 


“i 


name appears in a KGB document on 

Western tourist operations, supplicd 
by GOCLITSYN in 1962. BARTHELEMY re- 
ported contacts with. 


14-00000 


N, John S.: BENSON, an Army major, 

Ge Assistant Army Attache in Mos- 
1955: because of his status he 

sumed to be an intelligence 

Fy and was therefore studied. 

Thon time the KCB had wanted 

ois 


of clectronic intelligence 
flent being used by the Ameri- 

As early as the beginning of 
fauthorization was given the 
Embassy Section to steal this 
ment. This was accomplished in 
when BENSON was on a trip to 
grad with fellow attaches 
x MULE and William STROUD, Hav- 
@arned that the American attaches 
he cquipment an their hotel room, 
ifficers broke in at an appro- 

moment and took it. All three 
dans were then declared persona 

ata. Other than normal sur- 
nee, no other action taken 
igt BENSON during Moscow tour. 


iN, Harold: While visiting the 
mnie, mn emnneneaee . ‘ 

we Union RERMAN, an American 

Re und prominent jurist, was 
Winded by KGB agents, but the KGB 
{ido nething with him. 


i 

IN: Lewis: In 1960 the KGB 
dered” that Lewis BOWDEN was 
ecurity Officer at the American 
sy and that he was "perhaps 
xeted with CIA or the FBI." He 
igaling with counterintelligence 
ays such as "SK" [i.e., was con- 
a@ with security of Americans 
spcow]. The U.S. Embassy Section 


Sopra mre tare et See tee ee 


4a4. 


Personal involvement as U.S. 

Embassy Section officer working 
against military attaches in 1953- 
1955. Took part in initial attempts 
to secure electronic equipment, but 
had transterred to Tourist Department 
in June 1955, before the theft took 
place and was not involved. (1964) 


Source not named, and NOSENKO 

did not provide date he obtained 
this information. He said he did 
not know anything about BERMAN other 
than that he is a professor of law, 
came to the USSR quite often, and 
was being studied. (1964) 


KOVSHUK, who told NOSENKO about 
BOWDEN in 1959 when NOSENKO was 
in Tourist Department. NOSENKO 
used Arsene FRIPPEL, KGB agent 

recruited in 1959, as a source 

on BOWDEN. (1964) 


_Saerageer ae ghia meee meet 


In May 1955 the KGB officers forced 
their way into the Stalingrad hotel 
room occupied by Assistant Army 
Attaches BENSON, MULE and STROUD, 
pinioned the officers, and left 
with sensitive electronic equip-- 
ment. The three were immediately 
declared persona non grata by the 
Soviet Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 
See Part V.C.3.b. GOLITSYN also 
reported on the Stalingrad equip- 
ment seizure; he added that a KGB 
general organize@ the operation. 
When the Soviet General Staff gave 
the equipment a very high evalua- 
tion, it was then recommended for 
use by the Soviets abroad. — 


BERMAN is a professor at Harvard 
University specializing in the 
Soviet legal system; he has visited 
the USSR on several occasions for 
study and research and has described 
several incidents in Moscow which 
appear to have been provocations. 


BOWDEN was Second Secretary in the | 
Internal Affairs Section of the , 
U.S. Embassy in 1958-1960. He was 
not connected with CIA or the FBI 

at this time. He is the subject 

of the CHEREPANOV paper giving 

an operational plan, dated Febru- 


-ary 1960, which sets the goal of © 


"exposing his possible agent 
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officer working against him 
“A. KUSKOV, and V.M. KOVSHUK 
was acquainted with him. 


TNER, Robert Charles: CHRISTNER 
prested while touring the Sov- 
‘Mion by automobile. (NOSENKO 
this case in passing while re- 
ig a list of Americans who had 

id the USSR; he was not ques- 

‘& further on it.) 


itrN, Howard L.: A lieutenant 
i@1 and Assistant Army Attache 

1983 until 1954 or 1955, when 
declared persena non grata 

Wea liation for a simdlar act 

iQ: United States.  FRELCHILIN 

Wtonatically assumed to be 

itelligence officer and was 

i@d accordingly. 

H 


IOUSER, Richard: The U.S. Emb- 
Bection suspected that FUNK- 
‘Rowas a CIA officer because he 
gpecialist on Russia, parti- 
‘Ly economics. NOSENKO did 
call the names of agents re- 
Ag on FUNKHOUSER but reported 
he case officer responsible 
\ was V.A. KUSKOV. 


IOFF, Ray: At Geneva disarma- 
Ealks in spring of 1962 and 
olled to the USSR in 1963 and wags 
2¢ted by the KGB of being an 

i¢an Intelligence officer; 

NKO assigned to watch him in 

in 1962 and close watch was 
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None indicated. (1964) 


Personal involvement as Amneri- 
can Dupartment case officer re- 
sponsible for FELCHLIN. NOSENKO 
held FELCHLIN's file and directed 
agents surrounding ham. (1964) 


Source not named. NOSENKO thought 
he may have read some of tie 
“matcrials" concerning FUNKHOUSER, 
but could not recall their con- 
tent. (1964) 


Source not named. Tourist De- 
partment case while GARTHOFF 
was in USSR, (1964) 


contacts, as well as his counterin~ 
telligence activity in the Embassy.’ 
See Part VI.D.7.c. 


As announced in the press and as 
stated in a KGB document on Anerieg 
can tourists which GOLITSYN pro- 
vided, CHRISTNER was arrested on 
charges of_espionage in the summer 
of 1961. | 


FELCHLIN, who arrived in Moscow in 
July 1953, was declared persona non 
grata with Major Walter MCKINNEY 

on 25 March 1954; they were charged 
with spying while ona pete to Vladi- 
vostok, See@ Part V. Ge 3.b 


FUNKHAUSER was he erage for Econo=- 
mic Affairs at the U.S. Embassy 
in 1961-1962; | 


GART- 


HOFF is an advisor to the State 
Department and instructor at the 
Sino-Soviet Institute at George 
Washington University; he is a 
specialist in Soviet political and 
na Eaa policy. 
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him in 13 whan KGB cqents were ° : as 
gainst hon ie a 
‘ 
,'Bernar A member of the CPUSA Supervised the case as Deputy KOTEN, an instructor at NYU and mem- ; 
resi of New York City, KOTEN Chief of the Tourist Department her of a number of Communist front 
da number of contacts with an and sanctioned KOTEN's compromise organizations, wasinterviewed by 
Int KGB CSO agent AP ees mis and detention in the absence of representatives of the State Depart- 
qe travelled to the soon O.M. GRIBANOV and NOSENKO's other Ment in January 1964. Ue described : 
pn 1963, he carried with him the superiors. (1454) his arrest, interrogation, and month- oa 
ig ef re slatives of this agent and :long imprisonment in August-September 
i@d to visit them KCOTEN thera- 1963, saying that he denied being 
as considered to kes probable an FBI agent and that the Soviets 
lant, and because of this and later told him the arrest was ail. 
Signs cf ie suspicion of the a mistake. He was released on 28 
SP agent, ch CARE REGS bege i September 1963 after intervention =f 
mcy ey preparations bea gat by the CFUSA. In unprecedented J 
ageat out of the United States. move, fact of arrest on honosexual 
ROTEN was in the CSS8, he was charges leaked to Western press by ee 
fully compromised by a 1 Inturist, and case received wide co 
Mual agent, was arrested, publicity in U.S. newspapers in aa 
i@, and imprisoned. Eis = : z “z ond 
0G becn requysted by the First oe 
Directorate, which wanted to aah a 
ritime for the MBP acent to es- e . 
i KOTEN returned to the 
; llmore Ke: Replaced MICKEL- Personal involvement as case Army Attache in Moscow in 1954- 
i Sen EE Attache (see below) and, officer responsible for military 1955, replacing MICKEUSON. A num- 
‘7 was automatically assumeu to attaches during 1953-1955. NOo- ber of incidents, including one — 
litary intelligence officer. SENKO was pres ere when baggage was recruitment approach, on record-- 
{eurrounded with agents, and searched with assistance of the none of which has NOSENKO Reported: : 
@ entered the country for the Special eachnteal Section of the See Part V.C. 3.b. 
ti me, tis baggage was searched Second Chief Directorate. (1964) : 
opy of his Be rVEeS: record found. : 


was no approach to him, and no 
agses or vulnerabilities were 
-@uring his tour: in Moscow. 
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Personal involvement as 
responsible case officer in 
1954. (1°64) 


LSON, Earl L. Army Attache and 

ed military Sratel liconce officer; 

fore, main task of U.S. Embassy 

on was not recruitment, but to 

nt him from carrying out his in- . 

jence mission in the USSR by 

aAt heavy surveillance. MICKEL- 

File in the U.S. Embassy Section 

ined nothing unusual or interest- 

a any source and no derogatory 
ation. P.F. PANKRATOV was the 

aid case officer working against 

and the case was turned over to 

KO in 1954. t may have bcen 

LSON rather than MEARNS whose 

J@ was searched (see above). 


Personal involvement as respon- 
sible case officer in 1954-1955, 
NOSENKO and KOVSHUK blocked MULE's 
exit from Leningrad hotel room so 
that BORODIN could talk to him in 
1953 or 1954. (1964) 


Walter: Captain MULE was an 
tant Army Attache in Moscow in 
1955. In either 1953 or 1954, 

KO ace: ompanied N.M. BORODIN and 
KOVSHUX te Leningrad, where BORkO- 
repositioned MULE to work for 

5B. MULE refused. In 1955, 

#as with DENSON and STROUD in 
ngrad when the KGB broke into - 
hotel room and stole classified 
ronics equipment. He was declared 
n@ non grata shortly afterwards. 
3ENSON, above.) 


23 Lee Harve When OSWALD in 1959 
wed his uesire to defect to the 

c {Union and particularly after he 
Weed suicide by slashing his wrists, 
BB felt that there was “something 
*{with him and decided to leave him 
tly alone. OSWALD was never 
ached by the KGB at any time during 
tay in the USSR or subsequently and 
ge he nor his wife Marina were, at 
ime, KGB agents. 


Personal particpation; NOSENKO 

was first involved with OSWALD in 
1959, when as a Tourist Department 
officer, he had a part in considera- 
tion of OSWALD's application for 
Soviet citizenship and the KGB's de- 
cision to “wash its hands of him." 
In 1963, after President KENNEDY's 
assassination, NOSENKO, then Deputy 
chief of the Tourist Department, took 
part in investigations of OSWALD. 
(1964) 


5 OPED ae theggrmearremgy 


Served as Army Attache from 1952 
until December 1954. See Part 
V.C.3.b. : 


Leningrad incident took place on 

29 September 1954 and was reported 
at once by MULE. Along with BENSON 
and STROUD, he was declared persona 
non grata on 7 May 4292 See Part 
V.C.3.b. 


Documents provided by the Soviet 


Government after the assassination 
are consistent with NOSENKO's 
account and give no indication of 
KGB interest in OSWALD. See Part 
V.D.6. 1 
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R INER, Gabricl: Head of che Cosmos 
Fave. “Aqency; has visited the Soviet 
u ion and is of interest to the KGR 
spion has placed officers in contact: 
with hams however, he ds hetircverd to 
b@ in contact with the FRI, and no 
atteme: hes been made to recruit him 
for this reason; RETNEN is talkative 
8 
aj 
t 
t 


Arewd, and foxy, but he would not bre 
Od ajenc material, and any ge Senbee 


compromise hin would be.a waste of 
Sat Lieutenant Colonel 


; “an Assistant Army Attache 
if Meseow during 1994 and 1955 and as 
shen was a subjeek of study. MNOSENKO 
WAS responsible case officer and nand= 
LES agents venuorting on RICHARDS. 
Thor was ad rateresting oy une 
Ron file. 


An American who 

shoo in New York 
eth sha ss as visited the USER 

réveral epes. ene a in 1960 and 

ate ant is suspected of being an 

at agent. lu New York he has had 

a alings with a aumber of Sovict 


visitors who canes to his store and 


s@eme) to display more than normal 
inmtercse an them. When it was thought 


he miqnht make some contacts cr do 


gomet)iny intereyting in the USSR, the 
Tourist Department nut an agent, the 
owner Gf a Moscow photographic shop, 


in contact with him, They became 
friends and may have exchanged cor- 
respondence. there was no plan to 


408. 


Source not named. REINER was 

in contact with Tourist. Depart- 
mont officer V.D. CHELNOKOV and 
was considered for KGB recruit- 
ment in connection with NOSENKO'S 
plan to recruit tourist firm em- 
ployces for use as spotters. 
(1954) 


Persoual involvement; case offi- 


Cok (i964) 


Sourees nob named. Tourist De- 
officer was Yu.M 
.GER visited USSR 
0 was in the Tour- 
(1964) 


snk casa 


Born in Lithuania or Poland, REINER 
came to the United States in 1922; 
he is a member of the New York City 
Bar Association and has managed 
Cosmos since 1935; he,had travelled 
extensively to the USSR and Satcl- 
lite countries and is:a registered 
foreign agent on Inturist; he 

has not been interviewed by the FBI. 


RICHARDS was Assistant Army Attache 
from July 1954 to July 1956. He 
was interviewed by CIA. in November 
1964 and mentioned a:number of Sov- 
iets with whom he had contact and 
whem NOSCNKO! had identified as KGB 
agents One of these was Lyudmilla 


GROMAKOVA, his language teacher, 
whom NOSENKO identified but did not 
associate with RICHARDS. 
V.C.3.6. 


See Part 


1 


q kee € 


Preeti 


Ne 


a 
4 


‘ 


14-0g000 Sapa —— ee 


fi Soa ed ae ee ae ae Tempesti rete ares ‘ : 
py 7 prec i . St mone im eee ef ae sos Ye 3 = oi atpaas a ag 
z ; é fe een meepe mieesed Se peter ser ere se epee in wat 


i , 409. 


— SLESINGER, but only to 


gtudy him. NOSENKO had no other 
decails. 


SaeaUh, William R.: Captain STROUD Personal involvenent as respon- Assistant Military Attache from 

Was an Assistant Army Attache in sible case officer in 1954-1955, 1954 until he was declared per- 

1954 ane 1955.) From concealed micro- but had left First Department in sona non grata on 7 May 1955 

phones the KGB learned before his June 1955, before the Stalingrad following the seizure of clec- 

arrival an Moscow that STROUD was an theft took place. (1964) tronic equipment in Stalingrad. 
$@xpert in electronic intelligence YY 
techniques. STROUD, together with y 


BENSON and MULE (q.v.d, was caugnt 
by the RGR an Stalingrad in posses- 
gion of electronic intelligence de- 
Yices and was declared persona non 
rate. Other than this, NOSENKU . 
Siow acthing interesting or unusual about = 


STROUD from any source. 
~-o 
BASHENKO, Steve: The KGB considered Source not named. NOSENKO said he WASHENKO was in Moscow from January 244 
WastENKG, the Agricultural Attache, to. joined U.S. Embassy Section in 1958 until March 1960; a 
© either a CIA officer or contact. On.: January 1960; WASHENKO was in Mos- [ a 
rips ontstde Moscow he qathercd inter- cow until March 1960. (1964) os 


lation in manner of an intelligence ae 
officer and was heard discussing rc-~ 

ports on his return via concealed 
Microphones. He once mailed a letter, “a f 
probably in 1959, to a KGB-controlled 
agent inside the. USSR. Also, he con- 
tinually checked for surveillance. 
American Department therefore in- 
Stituted special surveillance, 
gpurrounded him with agents, and applic 
metka to his clothes to detect letter- 
G@ailings. 
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S. George; WINTERS was the 
aq tie compromise of CIA agent 
KGB surveillance detected WINTERS 
j 2 letter to POPOV in January 
an this way got its first indi- 
"Pchat POPOV was working .for CIA. 
i$, because of his conduct, had 
ansadured a ClA officer and pare 
g attention was given him prior 
/Wetter mailing. One of his KGB 
ts was V.M. KOVSHUK, who used the 
CQMAROV and the cover of the Sov- 
nistry of Foreign Affairs. 
‘§ was not cicclared persona non 
With LANGELLE after the arrest 
QV because the KGB did not want 
‘@al how POPOV was discovered, in 
me that WINTERS might attempt — 
.gnal lotter mailings. He was 
ally declared persona non grata 
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First heard of WINTERS from 
KOVSHUK probably in 1959, when 
KOVSHUX said that he had an 
appointment to meet WINTERS and 
therefore could not go out drink- 
ing with NOSENKO; KOVSIIUK probably 
did not indicate that WINTERS was 
a2 suspected CIA officer at this 
time. After the POPOV compromise, 
NOSENEO learned from KOVSHUK that 
WINTERS, not LANGELLE, was the 
true cause of the compromise. 
(1962) 


ie ere ae, ee We Tn pyres 


WINTERS served in Moscow from 

June 1958 until October 1960, when 
he was declared persona non grata 
for his part in the POPOV opera- 
tion. (LANGELLE, POPOV's case 
officer in Moscow, was declared 
persona non grata a year earlier.) 
A CTA staff officer, WINTERS mailed 
one letter to POPOV in January 1959 
and performed other support func- 
tions in connection with the case. 
In debriefings he has described 

his relationship with KOVSHUK, whom 
he saw frequently. The story of the 
POPOV compromise is also given in 
the CHEREPANOV Papers, many of 
which concern WINTERS. See Part 
VI.D.7.a. 
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3. Selected Causes of Recruited Amer:cans 


“Note: Of NOSENKO's leads to Americans recruited by the KGB, 
, there were three who, he indicated, had access tc 
Classified U.S. Government information at the time 
he first reported on them to CIA. These three cases-- 
"SASHA", “ANDKEY' (Dayle W. SMITH), and the penetra- 
tion: source in France (Sergeant Robert Lee JCHNSON)-- 
therefore have been selected ror detailed discussicn. 


a. “SASHA 
(i) NOSENKO's Information on the Agent 


At the first meeting with CIA in 1964 NOSENKO announced that 
he could not continue to work in place for CIA; he was going to 
defect cutripht, he said, rather than po back to the Soviet Unicn. 
He was told that in order to make the arranzements fsr his secure 
removal from Switzerland it would be necessary to expand the 
limited number of people in CIA who were aware of his case; in 
this connection it was extremely important that he think hard 
about «ether he knew of any indication ci. penetraticn of CIA. 

His first reaction was to shruz his shoulders indicating that he 


had no idea, but upon his case ofiicer's insistence he thought 
. ’ iM & 


further about the question and finally said: "l do not know of 

any in CIA, but there 1s one in vour military intelligence. This 
one worked in Germany and then returned to America in 1955, and 
then after i955 he worked in Gernany." He explained that he had 
first learned of this case from M.A. SHALYAPIN, who had been the 
case officer for this operation in Germany. This agent, whose 

name “OSENKO did not know, was still in Cermany as of the time 
SHALYAPIN left Berlin in about 1957. .* SHALYAPIN told him that this 
agent's KGB cryptonym was "SASHA," and that he had recruited 
“SASHA” himself in Germany, on a purely financial »asis. Asked 

if “SASHA wore a uniform while meeting his kGR handler, NOSENKO 
said he appeared in civilian clothes. We knew "SASHA" was of offi- 
cer status, but whether he was in civilian or military intelligence 
he could not say; he thought, however, the agent was working 
against military targets NOSENKO added that "SASHA" returned to 
the United States in the 1960's, then specified 1962, and returned 
to Germany again after that. 


In February 1964, talking about another matter, NOSENKO 
said he had remembered something that might help to identify 
"SASHA." He nad heard that the KGB had not -had luck’ in getting °: 
intelligence from high places in the U.S. Government during the 


Cuban missile crisis in late 1962.** SHALYAPIN had 


*On the basis of the collateral evidence on KGB officers in 
Germany named by NOSENKO in connection with SHALYAPIN (see 
below), it has been established that--despite NOSENKO's 

dates of 1955 to 1957--"SASHA" would have been in Germany and 
recruited some time between early 1957.and late 1959, when 
(according to NOSENKO).SHALYAPIN left Germany for an assign- 
ment to Cuba: : - 


**See also Part V.F.10. for. NOSENKO's statements about the 


role of GRU Colonel G.N. BOLSHAKOV in the Cuban missile crisis 
of October 1962. 
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ntioned in this context that “SASHA’ had been stationed in 

e United States during this pericd byt had act en abie to 
provide any infc:maticn of value. SOSENKO concluded from this 
that "SASHA's" second assignment to Germany, «here he served 

as a department chief in anteciligence, did net tase nlace until 


sometime after the Cuban crisis--November lio? at the earliest, 
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ar.d perhaps not u.tii the first part or 1963 (He later stated 4 
firmly that SHALYAPI{‘ had not told him this vart of the case, ; 
but he was unable to say whe had.) 74 


NOSENKO was not certain which department of the First Chief 
Directorate was criginally responsibie fer "SASHA"; at first he 
thought it was the Third (Eurepeany Department, because the agent 
had been recruited in Cermany, put then he referred to Cermany as a 
a special situation aad said he thought :t might have been the 
First (Ancrican} Separtment, since the agent was an Anerican. In ss 
any event, NOSENEO stated, the Service No. 2 vcs the last First : 
Chief Directorate elasent responsible for the case, which indi- 
cated that it was not a valuable operaticn producing: intel ligence-- 
otherwise the Anerican Department would not rave given it up to 
the Service Ne. 2. NOSENKO knew no other KOZ case officers who 
had been persenally involved in the case with or after SHALYAPIN, 


(ii) NOSENKO's Ssurcing 


NOSENKO was intervaiered intensively about SHALYAPIN and 
the "SASHA" case on a number of occasions. Concerming SHALYAPIN, 
he said tnat this kOB officer had been stationed in the United ! 
States in 1946 cor 1945, at which time he worked as an interpreter 
in the United. Nations fer the Ukrainian Minister of Foreign 


Affairs, D.c. MANUILSKTY SHALYAPIN was in tae United States ; 
for five or six years, but NOSENKO did not know in what year he ; 
returned to the USSR. Upon returning, he was assigned by the 4 


First Chief Directorate to work in the Anerican Department as ‘ 
Chicf of cne of the four directions «hich then existed in the : 8 
department--New York, Washington, Canada, and Latin Anerica. 
At some later date SHALYAPIN was Deputy Resident and then Resi- 
dent for the KGB in Uruguay, succeeding I1.P. MISHIN in this 
capacity.* His next foreign ass .ynment was Kerlin. NOSENKO 
did not know definitely the period of this tour but believed it 
was from 1955 to 1457; he did know that V.¥. KRIVOSHEY was in 
Germany for a short time after SHALYAPIN ar1ived.** N.S. SKVORT- 
_ SOV was also there fcr a short while, because SHALYAPIN took 
over SKVORiSOV's cases befcre the latter left to return to 
Moscow. . Although NOSENKO invariably has given 1955-1957 as 
. SHALYAPIN's dates for his Germany assignment, he has also said 
that SHALYAPIN left Germany because he had to go to Cuba, and ‘ 
; ‘that he went to Cuba some time in 1959. He was recalled from : 
Cuba around January i962 because he had been rude to the Cubans, : 


quarrelled with the Chief of Cuban Intelligence, and was drink- 

ing heavily. NOSENKO said that he met SHALYAPIN for the first 
*On the basis of this item from NOSENKO, SHALYAPIN was iden- : 
tified from photographs as being identical with M.G. KOTUKHOV, i 
i assigned to the Soviet Embassy in Montevidee from July 1950 i 
b to June 1955, with five or six months' home leave in 1953. ot i 
j 3 
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tise in about September or October 196Z,. throuca Yu.I GUE, who 
had wotked in the Anerican Department of the Firse Cnief Direc- 
torate in Moscow Headquarters with SiALYAPIN at some time, pro- 
bably before GUK vas assigned to the United States.*- 


When SHALYAPIN came back from Cuba, he was to be a case 
officer in the Latin American Department of the First Chief 


+. Directorate, under S.N. ANTON ¥. SHALYAPIN, a full colorel at 
. this time, resented this assignment, anad there *¥as also consider- 


able animosity between himself and ANTONOY. whose work in America 
hed been criticized by SHALYAPIN, the desk officer for ANIONOV at 
that time. Thus SHALYAPIN decided to retire. and he applied to 
tre Medical Commission of the KCB for Gisability retirement on 
the basis of ailments he had contracted because of his work. (On 
one occasion NOSENKO clained that a friend of a friend of his was 
or tnis commission, and NOSENKO used his influence with him to 
help SHALYAPIN get his medical retirement.) He retired on full 
pension, and NOSENKO then helpsd him to get a joo with Inturist. 
When SKVORTSOV and ANTONOV heard or this. they tried to inter- 
cede with V.D. CHELNOKC’’, Chi. f of the iourist Department, Second 
Chief Directorate, to prevent him from getting the job, because 
they both wanted to revenge themselves o1 SEALYAPIN for his 
having exposed both of them ir the past @ poor work. NOSENKO, 
however, personally told CHELNOKOY of ike truc background of 
their efforts and pointed out to him how good a case officer 
SHALYAPIN was. SOSENKO got SHALYAPIN s file from the Tourist 
Department officer who ordercd it in connection with the Inturist 
job and brought it to CHELNOKOV. As a result of this interven~ 
tion by NOSENKO, SHALYAPIN got the Inturist job. These actions 
on NOSENKO'sS part made him a close friend of SHALYAPIN. 


Because of this SHALYAPIN felt free to talk to NOSENKO, 
and over drinks he expressed his particuiar bitterness at the way 
the First Chief Directorate had treated him. since without him ' 
it wouid not have had an agent like “SASHA in Germany at that 
time (1963). On a couple of other such occasions, SHALYAPIN 
told KOSENKO some of the details about "SASHA." 


The above story is what NOSENKO most often cited as the back- 
ground for his having happened to learn about “SASHA.” Under in- 
tensive questioning, however. on exactly when and how he first 
learned of the "SASHA" case, NOSENKO backed off of his original 
attribution to SHALYAPIN; he said he did not remember when or from 
whom he had first picked this up, but that it could have been 
from GUK, or LOPUKHOV, maybe SHALYAPIN or others. He added, hov- 
ever, that .he was sure that SHALYAPIN had talked to him about the 
case at some time.** : : OS 


ee 


*GUK was in the United States from. August 1954 to September 
1956. He had transferred fron the Second Chief Directorate 

to the American Department of the First Chief Directorate in 
January 1952, according to GOLITSYN. Tres if he and SHALYAPIN 
served there together, it was either during the latter's home 
leave in May-October 1953, or in late 1956, before SHALYAPIN 


went to Germany. 


**At this time NOSENKO nad already met CIA representatives in 
Geneva and had agreed to collect information for them. 
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NOSENKO has indicated that others to vnom the "SASHA case 
was known were GUK, because he worked in the Anerican Department 
when he returned from Switzerland in 1962; KRIVOSHEY, because he 
was a good friend of SHALYAPIN; EOP UBON 4 who was with NOSENKO 
when SHALYAPIN talked atout “SASHA"; and SKVORTSOV, because he 
“is sly" and had many acquaintances. Also aware of the case was 3 
Ye.A. ZAOYSTROVTSEV. because ne too “is sly" and “knows every- . 4 
thing that is going on wherever he is"; ZAOVSTROVISEV was in Ger- er ‘4 
many for many years. NOGSENKO said he thought KOYSHUK also: knew Se of 
about “SASHA.” ; 


wala an aR aS 


os aati, 


Although he had first attributed rhe story of "SASHA" in re- 
lation to the Cuba ssissile crisis to SHALYAPIN, in subsequent 
discussions of the “SASHA” case, NOSENKO has denicd tnat he learned 
of it froma SHALYAPIN. We could not recall from shom he did hear ' 
this, "perhaps from (Yu.1I.} GUK, from [¥u.A.} LOPLKHOV, or from ; 
(V.M.) KOVSHUK." - : 


(iii) GOLIISYN’s Lead to “SASHA 


GOLITSYN provided a lead to a KGB recruitment of an agent 
in Germany who had tire KCK cryptonym "SASHA. ihis agent was 
connected with American [v.teliigence. and «ithougn originally 
this was an operavion of the Einigre Department, KiB- First Chief 
Directorate, it was taken over by the Fourrcenth (Counterintelli- 
. gence) Department, predecessor of Service So. 2. COLITSYN first 
learned some details of this case in about 1955. 
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[rn contacting CHA in June 1992, NOSPNKO offered to cell 


‘two items of aintormaticon aicaut KGS operatarns in return for money 7 
to replace cperational funds he hed sacandcred on a Geneva bkar- ; 
Giri. He first nade this offer to David MARE on tne afternoon of ; a 4 
‘6 June 1952, describing ome ite 19 MARK & the case of an Amer.i- ; 4 
can who had vceen re. ruited by the KGB in Mos .ow while assigned to ‘4 


the ULS. Enbes-y, and whe vas then (Jund 1962) working in Washing- 
ten "near cinthers,'* On the €veninyg of the game day he gave this 


lead in dweearer cetai: to a CIA vase Cee eee and said “ANDREY" 

wat the KGS csypronym NOSPNKO dic not know bis true name but gave 

sore. Gata which etaid pesvat ieone of ieee rons Maraiy in the 1964 

meénings wirh NOSENKO the “PNDREY 0 g:o wis again Giscussed, anda : 
Qerpive Gitieré: eS sn wert ain pourtiendiics as compar ed with Cs : 
ENKO' = : os er : tf further anvesciga- i 
ricn thnat uhlre was entry chee petts Stoo tdare for “RNDREY"'s 

Sergeant Davie WW. SMITH, a codG-machine repa.:man im rhe Moscow 


Inbassy from avrii 1492 tu #ooe: 
U.S. Army on 3) hovunner , 
ob tary 
Or ©£es 


1954, wh. nad cetired from the 
SMITH War ther quastiened by the 
Adchouah Tarst chads : 


"Faget Hee 


The fotlowing review of the “ANDREY" case is divided into 
Several parts: NOSENKO's intormation in 1oo¢, nis information 
in 1964, his sour. ing for this antormaticr, and the results of ! 


the invest:gatior ot the NOSENKO lead. ; : 

(15) NOSENKO!s Information. 19e2 
In 1962, at the first meeting in Gereva, NOSENKO intro- i 

@auced the “ANDREY' case? 

NOSENKG-: Now Twili teli you (avout the se.ond of two cases). 2 


I did not work on this case personaliy, A code 
Machine mechani: was recruited in Moscow. He was 
fE.0e Cited with women and money. In 1950 or 1949. : 


Question: Wher was thre? 


NOSENKO:: i949, 1950, With this case it is more difficult. 
' Because I wihi rot be able.to Give you his name. 
But I will give you such facts which will allcw you 
to find hime... They recruited him. He worked in 


2 Oh Moscow satistactocriy. He gave infcrmation on : 7 
: cipners. He gave materials... He promised he 
: would cooperate with us abroad, but he said he 
} would not work with us in America. He said: "In : 
i. no case do I want to sit in the electric chair." 4 
i They paid nim weli enough. He did not want to i 
a: 2% Work in AMen ica... : : 
Hoe 4 
} Gueetions He was cecruited when? 3 
q . " en : . Tea hsstgke. sal, 
i NOSENKO- In 1949-1950, in Moscow. : ; 
‘ ; 4 
! ; 
i p 4 
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_Guestion:: Yes, yes, I am saying, was he already at that time... 


NOSENKO: I tell you I was not working on this case. He was 
ge recruited in 1949~1950. 


‘ 


Question: When did he leave Moscow? 


NOSENKO: He left in 1950. It seems sc, yess He said that he 
: oe would not work in the USA. 


; NOSENKO went on to say that "“ANDREY" was the cryptonym 
assigned to the agent by the Second Chief Directorate at the time 
of nis recruitment. Although NOSENKO was not sure of the dates, 
he was certain that this man, a U.S. Army Sergeant, had been 
spotted for the KGB by Roy RHODES, whose KGB cryptonym was 
"QUEBEC", RHODES was stili in Moscow when “ANDREY" was 7e- 
cruited; he had told the KGB about many other U.S. Embassy 
employees, including military personnel, and the name " DNDREY" 
would mean nothing to RHODES because he did not know that the 
KGB had recruited this man.* 


The mechanic worked satisfactorily in Moscow for the KGB, 
providing materials and infermation on ciphers. "“ANDREY" pro- 
mised he would cooperate with the Soviets 1n future assignments 
abroad, but would not work with them in the United States as he 
did not want to "sit in the electric chair.” He was paid well 
for his cooperation in Moscow, and the Soviets wanted to pay 
him more but he refused to accept it because he said he couid 
not plausibly explain the possession of too much money. When 
the KGB offered him diamondsand other gems for later sale, he 
did not take them, telling his case officers that possession 
of a large diamcnd of more than a carat in the United States 
coulda arouse the attention of the police. In 1950 the agent 
left Moscow for the United States, and the KGB waited for him 
to reappear in some other country, put he did not. Finally in 
1955 the KGB sent an officer, who had participated in the re- 
cruitment of the agent in Moscow, to the United States for the 
purpose of finding "ANDREY" and the officer had no other 


a eee tei ec cam 


' After NOSENKO's first mention of Roy RHODES' role in this 


3a 


case; records were checked for the dates of RHODES' assign- 
ment in Moscow, which were April 1951 to July 1953. . Accord- 
- ing to RHODES, the date of his own recruitment by the KGB 
was January 1952. When these dates were cited to NOSENKO 
on two separate occasions during the 1962 meetings he , 
changed the original date for the recruitment from 1949 
or 1950 to 195z or 1953. In 1962, as well as in 1964, 
he said he was certain that the recruitment had already ~ 
taken place prior to his (NOSENKO's) entrance on duty with 
the KGB. In 1962 he gave this date as : March. 1953, In 
1964 and since he has given a variety of dates for this, 
ranging from the beginning of 1952 to April 1953. (See 
Part V.A.) 
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an went under the name of KOMAROV® as a secord 


arsignnent. The ma 
or third tecretary to the Soviet Erbassy in Washington. After a 
long search, “AIDREY' was found. 


LOSENKO's impressicn was that. 
the acer.t worked at the Pentagon chen and Anak in 1952 he was 


still working at the Pentagon. 


KOVSHUK (KOMAROV), with the help of the KGB Legal Residency . 
in Washington, learned where the agent was living, identified his 
automobile, and contacted him finally at the end cf 1955 or the ; 
beginning of 1956. Speaking of the difficulties the KGB had in : i 
locating "ANDREY", NOSENKO said: "... He (KCOVSHUK) said they : 
were locking for him a long time, the places where they looked 
for him. Then they found where he parked nis car, wnere he lived - 


in a piace where there were many other people and it was difficult -¢ 
to get close ts him, Then (he told) about his surveillance, the , «4 j 
nours of ‘ANDREY's' rerurn from work; sometimes he was sitting in : i 


the movies. But we knew chat he had made a contact..." At first : 2 
“ANDREY" was frightened and refused to work, but when at the : 
third contact he was offered a package of $1,900, “it went dif- : 
ferently." The agent finally accepted the money from KOVSHIUK 
because, Gue to his gambling, he was again in financial straits. 
From chat peint on he worked well with the KG3. He again pro- 
vided good information and was 31111 doing so as of 1962, NOS=ZINKO 
WaS not sure what kind of materials he was giving ther, out he 
knew that he was close to codes at tnat time and this infiorma- 5 : 
tion was considered important by the KGB. NCSENKO believed that 4 
when KOVSHUK found him, "ANDREY" was working in the Pentagon and =| 
that Le was still there in 1962. .y 
H 


In reference toc the modus operandi for meetings between re 
KOVSEUK and “ANDREY,' NCSENKO reported that KOVSHUK knew he was 
under surveillance by the F3I, for the Sovicts were intercepting 
the FBI surveillance-radio traffic which included references 
to "The Trree Musxeteers’. The Soviet monitors knew this to be 
a term applied to KOVSHUK and his colleagues.** NOSENKO was not 
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* NOSENKO identified KOMAROV as the alias used abroad and in his 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs cever job in Moscow by V.M. KOVSHUK, 
who had ketome Chief of the U.S. Embassy Section, American De- 
partment, KGB Second Chief Directorate, by the time he was sent z 
to Washington to locate this agent. GOLITSYN had previously 
identified KCVSHUK as an cfficer of the American Department who 
had come to Washington in 1957 for nine or ten months. He did 
not know the specific reason for the trip but said that in 
view of KOVSHUK's job it would be to solidify a developmental 
operatior begun in Moscow or to reccntact an agent already : ; 
.ctecruited in Moscow, He identified a photo cf KOMAROV as : - i 
KOVSEUK. ; , \ 
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awere of the i:dentities of tne cther two Soviets comprising ‘the 
tric In adGition, NOSENKO descriped the meetings as having 
taken place alweys in cars: KOVSHUK would lose his surveillance 
the day before the meeting ané go to enother state where he would 
wait by the highway; the Anerican would drive Ly and stop hi 
car; KOVSHUK would sit down with him in the car, receive the 
materials, and give him the money; then KOVSHUK would get out, 
and the American.would drive on. 
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According to NOSENKO, the person who compromised Rudolf 
Ivanovich ABEL (Reino HAYHANEN, who defected to CIA’in Paris in 
May 1957) also gave away information on Roy RHODES, who. had been 
un Moscow as a garage superintendent. When RHODES was under 
anvestigatiorn, ‘ANDREY" was called as a witness because he had 
sorked with RHODES in Moscow. "“ANDREY" was the only person called 
aS a Witness, ard he was called upon several times to tell how 
RHODES had behaved in Moscow. The agent, NOSENKO stated, could 
be identified by the fact that he was the only person who testi- 
fied at the trial. He suffered during this investigation period 
ard stopped meeting the Scviets. He was afraid he would be ex- 
posed and arrested too, as a result of RHODES' arrest, NOSENKO 
suggested that “ANDREY" may have had some suspicion of RHODES' 
involvement un his own recruitment; or he may merely have been 4 
panicky because he knew he could be accused of the same thing ‘ oe ! 
as RHCDES. Little py little, however, "ANDREY" resumed his : 
meetings with the Soviets, having Jittle other cnoice. 


KOVSHUK turned "ANDREY" over to a member of the Washington 

Lecai Residency and returned to Moscow, NOSENKO d:d not know 
who succeeded KOMAROV as the handler but said that this seccnd 
officer eventually turned the case over to N.G. BAGRICHEV, wno 
corn :uded his tour 1n Washington in 1961.*% NOSENKO did nor 
know PAGRICHEY's successor, but said in 1962 that the case was 
stiil alive. i 
(i121) NOSENKO's Information 

_When the "ANOREY" case was discussed with NOSENKO in : 
Geneva in 1964 and in additional discvssions after his defec- 
tion, he altered several details of the 1962 story and supplied ; 
some new details about the recruitment, various officers know- 
ledgeable of the case, and information provided by "“ANDREY." 
Only where the 1964 information differs from that of 1962 or 
sede to it is 1t included below. 


; The recruitment of "ANDREY" took place in 1948 or 1949: 
according to one interview, in 1952 or earlier by another, and 
in 1953 according to a third discussion of the case with NOS- 
EXKO, The association in NOSENKO's mind between "ANDREY' and : 
Roy RHODES remained firm, but he could not be certain whether ee he 
"“ANDREY" was still in Moscow in 1953 or that he heard peching 
about the agent in 1954. 


toa anes 


"ANDREY" used to play cards, NOSENKO reported, and may 
have played poxer for high stakes. He also said that "ANDREY" 
had worked at the Pentagon - in codes - but by the time that 
KOVSHUK got in touch with him he was nearing the end of his 
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* BAGRICHEV was reassigned from Washington in June 1960 but 
returned on TDY from 3 July to 1 November 1961. 
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enlistment and was working in an Army recruiting office, where 


he stiii was assigned ‘wher. BAGRICHEV took over the case from 
KOVSHIK. _ 


NOSENKO’was told by CIA that "ANDREY" nad not yet been iden- 
tified. ie réplied: "I'd like to say that you have selected a 
a sligntly wrong way of trying to find him. You should not be 
looking for him during the trial. It was the investigation, 
during the investigation was when he made an appearance. Only 
once he appeared during the investigation. He was called just | 
once, and he was scared to death..." Asked if he thought this 
information to be correct, NOSENKO answered: "Oh, absolutely. 
I'm absolutely sure it is, It's absolutely correct. The fact 
that they called him - they summoned him to be interrogated during 
the investigation - this 1s absolutely correct..." later he 
said: "As I told you, take all those who were called up for the. 
pre-trial aunvestigation of RHODES, not who were at the trial but” 
at the pre-trial and among those people must be ‘ANDREY'..." 
Questioned further on whether "ANDREY" had testified at the trial 
of Roy RHODFS, NOSENKO repeated: "No, he did not testify at the 
trial, and at the pre-trial investigation he was only called up 
once for questioning because he had worked with RHODES at one 
time." 


Describing "ANDREY‘s" production in Moscow, NOSENKO stated 
that he explained to the KGB how the code machines in the U.S, 
Embassy worked ard on one occasion NOSENKO expressed the opinion 
that ‘ANDREY" may have given the KGB parts of code machines such 
as "discs" (sic, meaning rotors). In this connection, NOSENKO 
recalled that one Aleksandr SELEZNEV, a deputy department chief 
in the Communications Directorate of the KGB, had peen involved 
in the “ANDREY' case: NOSENKO said he first saw him in 1953 
during the period that “ANDREY" was working tor the KGB in Mos- 
cow, SELEZNEV came to meetings in the First Department, Second 
Chief Directorate, held to discuss and plan the "ANDREY" opera- 
tional meetings. The reason for SELEZNEV's presence was that 
the case officers were not technical specialists, and SELEZNEV 
would supply them with the questions to be asked of "ANDREY." 
Since SELEZNEV ceme to these meetings in civilian clothes, 
whereas NOSENKO normally saw him in uniform in his visits to 
the First Department in 1960 and 1961, NOSENKO speculated that 
SELE@NEV may have gone in person to some of the meetings with 
"ANDREY! NOSENKO was asked if SELEZNEV had instructed the case 
officers working with “ANDREY" to ask him for discs from inside 
the code machines, but NOSENKO replied that he did not know, 
Although he did not know how the KGB exploited him, NOSENKO 
repeatedly emphasized "ANDREY's" great importance to the KGB 
during the time he worked for them in Moscow, "Thanks to his 
help they were able to read your State Department codes. To 
date we have never been abie to read your military codes..."* 
NOSENKO was asked if “ANDREY" had broucht military code material 
to the KGB, and he replied: "No. I believe 1t was only State 
Department material, What he did mainly was to describe the 
operation of code machines and what daily or other periodic 
settings were made..." , 


According to NOSENKO, “ANDREY" supplied valuable material 
from the time that the first recontact was made until he ceased 


‘* See Parts V.3.c. and VI.D.9. on KGB operations against U.S. 


code clerks as KGB.cryptologic successes. 
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meetings because of the RHODES trial: again after the trial he 
was able to furnish good material, not only orally but also in 
the form of documents, papers, and written material. This was 
true for the period K3VSHUK was handling him and also for the 
BAGRICHEV phase of the operation, NOSENKO was queried as to 
whether during the period between June 1962 and January 1964 he 
hed heard abouc "“ANDREY" continuing to supply good information. 
He answered: "No, something is going wrong there with this 
operation." : 
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“About what hed happened in Washington and 


av) NOSERrS § 


NOSENKO was assed in 1962 tow he had learnsd about tra 


WEMCREY" case. He replied oa the first occasier: Well, pcecause 

Il was wOrnand aa tne Parst Departaent. Al vhoucn J worked there 

qeity a bit fater.* Sut it a5 snown. Are KOMAROV, who went (to 

the United States) is my friend There are frierds in iumtrelli- ee 
cuace: here jou heor “there there ar@ cciands.in che 
First (Crier) Oe es, BAGRICHEN himself! was once working 

on the Gecend Lirettorate. veil Bt ms sSchae (ERGRIGHEY) . 


how were You Working wit i haat 
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We BNOREY '? It Wen imow fe : 
CHURANGYV knew about 'ANDREY. awe GUX Knew about 
‘PNDEEY'... Jd caignt have heerd ¢ : - mayze From 
BORODIN, who said that when he was leaving ecurned the 


WYSE: 


etorneies. NOSENKO said tnet : 


> that he learned 
Sak PRORICHEV working 
with "ANDREY, " ROVSHUK told him bo. NOREY" head peen frightened 
at the time of the RHODES triai, ana ee GUK tcld him the same 
story. Or. yet another occasion NCSEIKS was a2k2¢ whether GUK 
knew cf the case, and he asserted that he had re-er discussed 


"RNDREY" with GK 


Was from 


(v) Results of 


—— $$$ 
* As notez in the preceding discussion, in 19€2, NOSENKG gave 
his date of entry into the KGB as March 1953. ¥» 
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Ce The KGB Acent in Paris (Sgt. Robert Lee JOHNSON) 


; Tne lead to the penetration of a sensitive U.S. military | 
installation in the Paris area during 1962 and 1963 was the first 
_ plece of information NOSENKO gave C1A after reestaclishing con- 
tact in Geneva in January 1964. NOSENKO characterized this lead 
then and later as the most important single ccounterintelligence 
item that he hec acguired during the year and a haii he had been 
a CIA colleborator at KGB Headquarters in Moscow; the subject of 
the lead had previded the KGB with significant documents, some 
of which had Leen shown to Premier KHRUSHCHEV perscnaily. Still 
active at the time NOSENKO left Moscow for Gereva, the agent q 
nevertheless had lost access to the sensitive infcrmation some : i 
months uvarlier. NOSENKO explained that the agent was scheduled : 
to remain with tne American Armed Forces in Paris until May 
1964, when he would be rotated to the United States. In the : 
interim. one of the Second Chief Directorate's special techni- 
clans, an expert at opening and resealing envelopes, hed been 
essigned cn extended TDY to the KGS Leqal Residency in Paris 
against the possibility that access would be regained before : 
this transfer. NOSENKO was unaware of any other services this 4 
agent may have earlier performed for the KGS and estimated that 
he had been recruited in 1962. 
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NOSENKO's lead eventually led to the identification of 
“UrsT-Ariy Sergeant Robert Lee JOHNSON, JOHNSON 's wife Hedwig, 
and James Allen MINTKENBAUGH, a friend, as KGS agents. All 
three had been recruited in Berlin in 1953 and had worked 
closely together since. Although Mrs. JOHNSON's direct par- 
ticipation (she serve@ as a courier) ended with JOHNSON's 
transfer from Berlin in 1954 end despite KGB efforts to com- 
partment the activities of JOHNSON and MINTKENBAUGH after 1959, 
all three were aware of the others' clandestine work. NOSENKO's 
lead to JOHNSON therefore compromised the other two. 


While investigations of the NOSENKO lead were proceeding 
in the early sutumn of 1964, JOHNSON deserted his duty assign- 
ment at the Washington Area Courier Station in the Pentagon 
and disanpeared until the end of November, when he voluntarily 

.' ‘turned nimself in to Air Force Police officials in Las Vegas, _ 
'.. Nevada. JCHNSCN had arrived at his Pentagon assignment in May 
1964; .for the previous nine months he had been serving as non- 
commissioned officer in charge of the classified documents 
control section of the Seine Area Command Headquarters in 
Camp Des Loges, France: for two years before this, until Aug- 
ust 1963, he had been assigned to the U.S. Armed Forces Cour- 
; -.. der Transfer Station at Orly Field in Paris. During the _ 
: : latter assignment JOHNSON had regularly stood weekend security 
watches in the Station's vault area, and it was to this period 
of time that NOSENKO's lead pertained. : 


In confessing to American authorities in January 1965,. 
JOHNSON admitted having penetrated the Orly vault for the 
Soviets about seven times during December 1962 and the first 
five months of 1963. Although there were certain differences 
in timing and detail, JOHNSON's confession closely matched. 
the complete description of this operation earlier given by 
NOSENKO. Except to implicate himself and other participants, 
; JOHNSON added few essential details that were not already 
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known. JOHNSON's Icss cf access to the Orly vazlt in August 
1963 coinciéed ciosely with the date when MINTKESBAUGH Jost ~ 
corntazt with the KGB, probably in September of that year. 


NOSENKO has described the Paris operation as being entirely 
a First Chief Directorate case. He first learred of it in 1952, 
shortly after returning from his meetings with CIA in Geneva, in: 
casual conversations with one ur more Second Chief Directorate  f 
technicians who had been sent TDY to Paris to assist the local * 4 
Legal Residency. NOSENKO was not sure which technician told him 3 
about the case, or under what circumstences. Additional infor- 5 
mation was similarly obtained “in bits and pieces" from one or } 
the other of the technicians: over the next year and a half, and 4 
’ NOSENKC had most recently discussed the case with the TDY "flaps. : 
and seals" expert in Paris while he (NOSENKO) wes enroute to 
Geneva in mid-January 1964. NOSENKO explained that, although as i 
a Second Chief Directorate officer re hed no rightful access to 
information on this operation, he had worked with the special 
technicians in operations against tourists and other foreigners 1 
in Moscow and was on good terms with them. In such circumstences, : 
NOSENKG said, it frequently nappens tnat KGB officers will tell 
other KGE officers "some details of operations on which they are 
working." ; 


The following discussion of the details of tne operation 
commences with a review of NOSENKO's statements on the case an 
the way in which he learned about it. The remainder of the dis- 
-cussion covers events leading up to the confessions by the 
JOHNSON couple and MINTKENBAUGH; the substance of their admis- 
sions, including the security problems posed by Mrs. JOHNSON's 
mental condition and the Soviet concern for her illness; and 
the as5sessmenc of the damage to U.S. interests caused by the i ; 
activities of J:HNSON, - ; 


(ii) The Lead from NOSENKO 


The agent was described by NOSENKO as being. a U.S. mili- 

tary man, probably not an officer, who served rightime guard ; 
duty with others at an American military installation in , ; 
France where an airfield was located ard where top secret 4 
documents were held in a vault which he had helped the KGB : a 
to penetrate. He was scheduled to leave France in May 1964. : 
Through him the KGB acquired documents on U.S. strategic bomk- ye 
ing targets in the USSR and France; “almost all" of these 
materials were of interest to the Soviet Ministry of Defense, 
NOSENKO said. From early 1962 until the agent was promoted, 
the KGB Legal Residency in Paris effected six entries into : 
the room.with the assistance of technicians from the Special 
Section, KGB Second Chief Directorate’ whom NOSENKO named. : 

’ After the agent lost his access,. Fedor FOFANOV** was sent to ‘ 


* The Special Section, according to NOSENKO, handled surrep- 
titious entries into Western embassies in Moscow. 


**POFANOV was assigned from June or July 1963 to February 1964 
to the Soviet Embassy in Paris as an employee, and he is 
believed to have replaced a suspect KGB officer in this 
overt position; he abruptly left Paris immediately after 
NOSENKO's defection. NOSENKO indicated that FOFANOV was one |. 

et of several technicians transferred from the KGB Operational- 
: Technical Directorate to form the Special Group cf the KCB 
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Paris “in case he will get access acain some time, even just a 
quick possibility." NOSENKO's statements Sree nen es ante lead | 
ére given in chronological order below.. 


NOSENKO said at the 23 January 1964 meeting* thst: he first 
learned of the successful agent penetration of tre classified 
documents vault at an “important American military organization” 
in the Paris area shortly after returning from Geneva in: June 
1962. NOSENKO did not kncw the designation or precise nature of. 
the installation involved in this operation, but because the ~ 
documents inclucged information on strategic targets in France as 
well as in the Soviet Union, he assumed that it was a "strategic 
planning installation." He also knew that the installation had 
its own airfieid and that there were "procedures for bringing top 
secret documents in and for taking them cut.” 


There had reen six successful entries of the vault, four 
in 1962 and two in 1963. On each occasion Special Section tech- 
ni@éirans had travelled TDY to Faris under courier cover to assist 
the local KGS case officer in the technical details of the opera- 
tion, Their function was to advise the case officer, concerning 


‘the entry and later to process the documents. The case officer, 


on this basis, would give appropriate instructions to his agent, 
and it seemed probable to NOSENKO ehee the technicians had never 
met the American. 


Entry into the vault crea was first achieved after the 
agent had used some radioactive substance to determine the com- 
bination. (NOSENKO thoughte that the agent had also photographed 
the lock for KGB study.) Subsequent entries were always made 
between two and five o'clock in the morning. The agent removed 
documents from the vault and delivered them to his case officer, 
who in turn passed them to the Special Section technicians. The 
envelopes were then opened, photographs were made, the documents. 
were repackaged, and the envelopes were given back to the agent — 
by the case officer for return to the vault. Thereafter, the 
Paris Legal Residency pouched the films to Moscow, and the 
technicians themselves left Paris until the next opportunity 
for entry. 


The last time the vault had been entered was in the fell 
of 1963. At about that time the agent, a military man, received 
@ promotion end was relieved of his night watch duties. (The 
agent was scheduled for rotation to the United States but, with 
his promotion, had obtained an extension until May 1964.) Al- 
though the agent was still active in January 1964 and was still 
assigned to his military post, he therefore had lost access to 
the Gocumentary information. NOSENKO characterized this in- 
formation as highly sensitive and valuable to the KGB, adding 
that the Chief of the Paris Legal Residency as well as several 
case officers there had been rewarded for their part in the 
operation. 


* Because of technical difficulties in recording the first 
part of this meeting with NOSENKO. it is not possible to 
give a verbatim account of his initial statement on this 
case. What NOSENKO said at this time has been pieced to- 
gether from remarks he made later in the meeting, from 
recorded recapitulations of his statements by his case 
officer later during the meeting and from notes taken at 
the meeting. 
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Finally, at the 3 January 1964 meeting NOSZIKC reported 
that three of the Special Section technicians whe had travelled 
to Paris to participate in the operation were S.A. IONOV, L.A. 
LEBEDEV. and S.D. ILYIN;: he said he could probably identify more 
if shown pictures of diplomatic couriers who had travelled to 
Paris. SOSENKO a:d not know the identity of the Paris-based 
case officer. With the exception of those concerning strategic 4 
bombing tarcets, NOSENKO had no information on the nature of the ae 

‘@ocuments which had ceen obtained. He explained that he had ; ) 
never seen ary of these documents, that the technicians who had 
seen them did not reed English, and that they had learned about 
the targetting data only casually, from asking the case officer 
‘What's this stuff?" at che time they were taking photographs. 


4 
3 
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Asked on 1 February 1964 whether CIA could do anything with 
its information concerning the tr2vels of LESEDEV which might 
help to identify the KGS agent of the Paria Legal Residency, 
NOSENKO replied: "Of course you can, Fer instance, find out 
when vnose ccuriers were in Paris, what were the dates of their 
stay trere, keeping in mind that this will be cne and the same 
LEBEDEV, (V.V.) SINISSYN, that Venyamin KARETNIKCV*... Not 
FOPANOV -~ he came in the fall and did not get involved.** Then 


SSTNITSYN ard KASETNGROV, whose first name and patronymic have 
also been given by NOSENKO as Venedikt Vasilyevich were also 
in the Special Section, according to NOSENKO, 


**NOSENKO gave CIA a similar clue concerning travel by the spe- 
cial technicians on 12 June 1962: "The Chief of the Special 
Section 1s Sergey ICNOV, an excellent man. He is on @ mission 
to Paris. (Note: CIA has been unable to equate any Soviet in 
Paris at this time with IONOV. There is no record that ICNOV 
has been abroad under that name since December 1955. He made 
several trips to Paris and Brussels during the 1953-1955 pe- 
riod.) ...In the Second Chief Directorate there are good spe- 
Cialists, with experience. These lads sometimes go to Aus- 
tralia, to. France, immediately when something is needed. At ‘ 
once. This means that there 1s something (going on) where 
they are sent... In this Section there are two or three spe- 

- cialists who can open any package and then seal it back up as 
it was, But there are only two or three of these altogetrer, 
Therefore, wher there is something somewhere abroad, there is 
an immediate request to send these guys. One went to Australia 
one or two years ago. This means that there was something 
there. One went to France. Then this IONOV received the 
Boyevoye Krasnoye Znamya for this. Every time (they travel) 

“they use a different last name. every time a different one... 
Tnere ere three men there that can open anything and then make 
it look as if nothing had been cone... I know them. But. they 

: never come out in their own lest names. Each time they have 

a different one. There were (M.I.) PREOBRAZHENSKIY, (V.2Z.) 

KARETNIKOV, and LEBEDEV." In speaking of IONOV's assignment 

to Faris and the travel of KGB "flaps and seals" specialists j ra 

to France, NOSENKO apparently was not referring to the JOHN- 3 

SON case; NOSENKO said he first heard about the case after 

returning from Geneva in 1962, and JOHNSON stated firmly that 

the first entries of the Orly Courier Transfer Station did 

not begin until late 1962, about six months after. NOSENKO 

made this statement. In 1964 NOSENKO named both LEBEDEV and 

KARETNIKOV as having a part in the Orly penetration. Contrary 

to his statement, however, both travelled under true name 

on their temporary assignments. CIA had no traces on 
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we must look at- wnat vind of an ortanization (the U.S. anstalla-_ 
tion is}: Sone leading American personality who has his own 
airport, who cets his ail delivered by plene, who has posses- 
‘s10n of strategic plans. And ther reke a look at the people. 
Guarding tnis ¢staclishsent. Start from there, Then, see if 
you can get from the French a rundown on the activities of cer- 
tain members of the (Soviet) Embisasy during the period when 
these specialists were there. This in addition to a careful 

- Study of those who work there, of the guards, and who takes the 
night duty, specifically during those years and during those 
times. Also wno among the quards got a promczion - jumped ahead. 
Try to pinpoint the American installation. This one has an 
airstrip. This installation would be the one which would hold 
the war plans, even Lombing target data on France. Where would oe 
such materials be found? It seems to me that there would be * 
only one such installa*ion. t would not be in 10 different 
places... It is a private airdrome,not a public one. I don't 
Know whose base it 1s, I only know that they have the airstrip 
and that people come from there carrying in mail. They bring 

‘ mail from the airdrome, from their aicdrome, taoeir airplanes," 
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NOSENKO said on 6 April 1964 that before leaving Moscow. 
for Geneva in January 1964, he hed been told that the Paris 
Legal Residency agent hed lost his access and that POFANOV was 
sent to Paris in the nope that che agent would again be able 
to get into the vaule cefore his transfer: to the United States.* 
When NOSENKO arrived at the Soviet Embassy in Peris on 19 Janu- 
ary 1964 while en roite to Geneva, FOFANOV "was on duty at the 
entrance to the Embassy. He was the duty man, and of course 
when he saw me, he said ‘George, veorgel' So we chatted and 
he said he was not doing good, but he would probably ke sitting 
there until May... So I asked him how this case was (going), 
was he doing any gocd, and he said that, for the present, he 
was not doing anything good but he had hopes that something 
might happen. ‘that's all." ‘ 
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. Also on 6 April 1964 NOSENKO stated that the penetration 
Operation was “strictly a First Chief Directorate case." He : bail 
then went on to describe the role of the Second Chief Direc- eo 
torate's technical specialists in gaining entry to the vault : 
and in photographing the documents: “The specialists were not ‘ 
the ones that carried out the operation, It was carried out 
by the case officers of the Residency. The specialists-worked 
on the packages which they would open and then reseal- again : 
later. When this happened and’ -how they.got the keys made, I... "4 


, ~~: ° (footnote continued from preceding page) SRE gas 
; LEBEDEV until he was placed on the official Soviet courier , 
list in 1962; NOSENKO provided the first indication that 
he had intelligence connections and in July 1962, a month 
later, LEBEDEV took his first trin ahraad imdear thie nama 


travelling to Brussels. | 


FOFANOV, -a-member of the Special Technical Section accord- 
} ing to NOSENKO, applied for a French visa on 22 June 1963 

: and arrived in Paris on 27 July 1963. JOHNSON received 
notice of his transfer out of Orly on 4 August and left 
Orly on 5 August 1963. (see below). 
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‘With the Lelp of this Soene. into the lock of.: 
inning. Then (LEFEDEV said) that the par- » 
| and that they were picking the lock this way. 


had to open tne safe. 


fet resdyy 
come Lene several times. How many times they came in 


I know it was the beginning of 1962. gee! 


aan, detail ‘about his krowledge of the Pacis case, 
ad’ the following information on 29 July 1964: "I 
he“agent) was rot an officer, censidering that ne was 
l¥snight duty. but nething was ever said about this 
either... agine the operation was successful in 1962 be- 
cause the. boys:.f£rom the Special Section were going several times 
‘in 1962, I Hink: the kKesidency didn't have the chence to do 
“nis before .1962, . “because they couldn't do it without the help 

of these boys from the’ Special Section and they weren't going 
‘(i.e@., did nodt:go abroad! in 1960 and 2961.) I know he was work- 
ing on the. ba&éSis of money - they were giving him money. I think 
maybe he was recruited on the basis of money... 1 cnly heard 
that it was a big sum of money. I don't know if he was recruited 
in Paris and don't know 1f£ it was even a formal recruitment. I 


ROSE ENKO. Proy: 


‘don't know wnat plans the KGB had for him after re leaves Paris. 


‘They were thinking that he must Go soon. He was co leave in 
1963. And then in mic- 1963 ne get this step up, went a step 
higher, and “so he was then to stay until mid-'64. He no longer 
had regular’ access and this is why FOFANOV was sent: In case 

he will cet: tress again sometime, even just a quick possibility, 
then he can tell them and FOFANO’’ will be there to handle it 
immediately. ~_ 


“Taking ; ‘into consideration that I heard that almost all 


of .the material they got was of interest to the Ministry of 


Defense,." “NOSENKO continued, "I think it was a military instal- 
lation. It was a military installation, It was definitely an 
installaction:and. not just a single person with access to these 
‘gecret documents, I know the operations were carried out only 
at night. The whole operation was completed while the agent 


-was on duty. The agent couldn't bring out a great deal of 


material, only: what he could hide on his person. From what 


_the boys were saying, I would think that he was not alone on 


duty. I was even asking the boys: ‘How can he teke these 
things out?!. And they said: ‘Oh, he just says that he is 
going out for coffee or a sandwich; he is gone on! y 5 or 10 
minutes..'. I think he was still in the same installation even 
though he lost immediate access to the room after his promotion. 
This is why FOFANOV was sent in mid-'63. FOFANOV said when I 
saw him on 18 January 1964 (NOSENXO means 19 January) that the 
agent 1S supposed to stay in Paris until May 1964. He said 
that the agent.is supposed to leave in May Bue then he (FOFANOV) 
.will be finished there. 


with the sefe. . After they had the keys to ok. 
‘Before everytning was 
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| This roughly 
matches -JOHNSO? "s statement as to when the first penetration 
was made. : 
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“I know chat they went by car and that they were able to 
complete the whole operation during the tour of cuty of the 
agent. They nad to pick up the materiais, drive some place - 
maybe the Soviet Embassy - oper the documents, photograph them, 
close them again just es they were, and cet back to return 
them to the ecent all in this time. They did not specify 
which documents the agent was to bring ovr. sut they were : ; 4 
travelling as Soviet diplomatic couriers and I think their ‘ ; 
various stops were planned to coincide with the errival of new 
materials at this anstaliation. Also the fact that they had 
to open al! <=he documents shows that they were sealed when they 
received trem from the agent. 
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"I don't know if it was a key or a combination lock on hooks 
the door." NCSENKO concluded. ‘I know they had to apply radio- 
active material to learn how to open either the dcor or the 
safe. The ecent had co open the Goor and inside he had to open 
a safe." ; : 


(iia) UCSENKO's Sourcing 


has beer. asked cn a number cf occasions to explain 


: . NOSENK! 
when and und what circumstances he learned of the Paris Legal 


Lc OREay 


eration ecainst the U.S, military installation. 

He hes alwevs replied that he heard of tre case “in littie 

pieces" at parate times from véerious tembers cf the Special 

(Technical) Section wnd parcicipated in it, NOSENKO, however, 

has beer vacue ard at times inconsistent in describing what he 

learned from whom and how and when he ieérned this information. 

Generally he gave either LESEDEV or KAKETNIXOV as his principal ; 
source; under repeated questioning, NOSENKO has sometimes re- . 
mained consistent in describing the time. place, and other con- 
ditions under. which he learned a particuiar item of information, 4 
but he has said in one telling that it came from LEBEDEV while : 
in the next that he learned iat from KARETNIKOV, NOSENKO has 
also contradicted himseif regarding which of these two origin- 
ally told him of the operation and has said that he cannot re- 
call which 1¢ was. The series of NOSEXKO-s statements abouc 
the sources of his information is presented in chronological i 
order below. ; : 
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"In connection with the thing in Paris...just exactly 
what did you hear about this military group?" NOSENKO was 


asked on 23 January 1964. “Who told you. in exactly what. con- 
text, when, and so forth? Try to do it word for word... When 
and who?" KNOSENKO answered: "Well, you know this Special P 4 


Section, this is IONOV and LEBEDEV ard well now, let's see, ‘ ; 
(pause). In Moscow that's PREOSRAZHENSKIY, and ILYIN was in ; rae 
} ; Paris. They are subordinate to the Technical Section. They ha ss Say 
were counting the agents and what was needed - the target, the ee 
rooms. safe. and everything else. He took molds and samplings 
of radio-active substances which could reflect characteristics 
in this American military installation." The subject changed 
pas without NOSENKO answering the next question, about what the 
; Special Section officers had Gone in this operation. NOSENKO 
volunceered no additional information concerning his sources 4 
for the lead. and he was not questioned further on the matter 4 
during this. the first of the 1964 meetings. The transcript. -- : 
' of this meeting suggests. however, that NOSENKO got his infor- 
mation from one of the technicians who not only travelled to 
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Paris to instruct the Legal Residency case officer on the technical 
aspects of the entry but also was involved in photographing the 
Gocuments provided cy the egent. : , 


NOSENKO told CIA on 2B January 1954 that he had learned . i 
of this operation, shortly after returning to Hoscow from Geneva 
in 1962.. from a friend in the KGS, one of several technicians who 
participated in the cperation. NOSENXO thought the source of this 
information was either LEEEDEV or FOFANOV. 


During intensive debriefing on 6 April 1964 NOSENKO stated: 
"T first heard about this from KARETUIKOV." After describing the 
functions of the Special Section in Moscow, he went on to say that 
KARETNIKOY came frequently to the Tourist Department to see him. 
The reason for their association was that NOSENKO then supervised 
work with the Moscow hotels designateé for use by foreign tourists, 
while the Special Section set up equipment in various rooms cf 
these horeis. The debriefing concinued: 


NOSENKO: Why do they come to see me? First of all, they krow 
me quite well ard, seconcly, simply because I super- 
vise this (American Tourists) section. IOXOV would 
come...to chat among other things. KAREINIKOV told 
me about this, in Paris, 


Question: What @id KARETNIKOV say when you first heard about oy 
this? 
NOSENKO: That they had carried out operations several times in 


Paris, that two had already been there for this pur- 
pose, that they went there as diplomatic couriers to 
Paris... (NOSENKO at this point repeated KARETNIXOV'Ss 
description of the role of the Special Section tech- 
nicians in advising the Paris-based KGB case officer 
and the methods which were used to gain initial access 
to the vault.) 


NOSENKO: § KARETNiKOV was the first and then LEBEDEV. LEBEDEV 
was later. 


Question: These were the cnly two people, you say? 


‘ NOSENKO: Only two, only two. 


Question: But you told me before that FOFANOV told you about 
: it too. 


NOSENKO: FOFANOV, FOFANOV. I knew that FOFANOV is here in 
Paris. He was on duty at the entrance to the Em- 
bassy... (Here NOSENKO told cf his conversation with 
FOFANOV about the case. NOSENKO then explained that 
he had already heard from LEBEDEV that the agent had 
lost his access and that FOFANOV had been assigned 
to Paris against the possibility that ne would re- 
gain it.) a 


According to NOSENKO on 29 July 1964, he "first heard about: 
this case from .fficers of the Special Section in 1962 ~ from . nal 
‘ LEBEDEV or KARETNIXOV, but I can't remember which was first. | ve 
LEBEDEV or KARETNIKOV visited my office and maybe I. might say: 
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'I haven't seen you in a long time, what hav2 you been doing?! 
And he would say: ‘Oh, I have just been to Paris on e trip.' Or 
maybe I asked KARETNIKOV where LEBEDEV was because I hadn't seen ee, eo aye 
him in a long time, and he told me that LEPEDEV was away on a Moe RG j 
trip." : ‘ ; : 


When asked on 29 July 1964 which officers had ever. “mentioned - 
this case to him, in any way at any time, .NOSENKO replied: "KARET- Sey) os 
NIKOV, LEBEDEV, and IONCV in Moscow and FOFANOV in Paris in Janu- — - is go EE 
ary 1964." He affirmed that he had never discussed the case with, | ae YE a 
igs mentioned it to, anyone else. "Yes," he continued, "I think 

LEBEDEV was the first one to speak to me about this case, because 
in 1962 I was Deputy Chief of the Seventh Department and was Super e’ : 3% 
vising the work of the Third Section on hotels and restaucants.”* ee as Hes a 
LEBEDEV was a member of a commissien which had been set up in the : 
KGB to flan for the operational exploitation of new hotels which 
were being built or planned. He was coming to see-me about these 
metters. So «hile I might hear just a little bit about this: from 
IONOV, I would hear more from LEBEDEV, because he was a gocd friend 
and was coming to my office on business." 


The following is from the protocol which NOSENKO aigned on 
18 February ASGAS 


ny first learned of the penetration of an American 
installation in Paris after my return to Moscow in June 1962 
and at e@ time that I was a conscious and willing collaborator : 
of the CIA and was attempting to gather information of inter- ~ | 
est to American Intelligence. I immediately recogr.ized the 
importance of this information to American Intelligence when 
I ‘first heard it. 


"I learned of this case in small pieces, in several 
conversations (some in my KGB office and possibly others 
elsewhere) with several different officers of the KGB over 
a@ period of several months. These officers were KARETNIKOV, 
IONOV, and LEBEDEV, all members of the Special Technical 
Section of the Second Chief Directorate. 


"I do not remember from which of these three officers 
I first heard of the case, which of these officers told me 
what porticns of the story, or when-T learned the individ- 
: ual details of this case which I have reported to CIA, or 
a the season of the year in which I learned them. 


be : "I do not: know why these officers told me of the 
Paris case, except that we were in good relations. In . 
such circumstances it frequently happens that KGB officers 
will tell other KGB officers some details of operations on ; 
which they are working.** I don't know whether they told te Beat ete as 
Other KGB officers this information. As my relations were 
equally good with each of those three. OE rant ee (any of 
them could have told me any: Pare of it. 
* This would place NOSENKO's earliest paowieaee of the case some- : 
time after July 1962, when he said he recone Deputy Chief of ; ar 4 
the Tourist Department. , ac 


“etThis sentence was added at NOSENKO's request prior to giguinacs 
the protocol. e . 
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Mamremversei ST eh OUGH 1 had not spoken with FOFANOV about this cage” 
; befors he left Moscow for Paris and althouch FOFANOV had 

ro idea chat I was eware of any derai's of thic case at the 

time, ne answered my two or three questions about this case 

during a short stop in Paris while i wes enroute to Ceneva 

in January 1964. I may have told nim that I knew about it.” 
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(iv) JOHNSON and MINTKEIBAUGH 
After preliminary investigation of th2 NOSENKO lead by the 

FBI, CIA, the U.S. Air Force Office of Special Investigations, and 

the Department of the Army (ACSI), it was decided in early Septem- Se 

ber 1964 to concentrate on Army Sergeant Robert Lee JOHNSON as the 

likeliest candidate fer reing the KGB agent in this operation. On 

2 October 1964, however, CCHNSON disappeared from his home in 

Alexandria, Virginia, after telling his wife that he was on his 

way to work, JOHNSCN, a courier with eccess to "secret" materials, | 

at the Pentagon, failed to appear for duty on Monday, 5 October. LY 

Army countéerintelligence officers then. called at the JOHNSON home 

to interview his wife. Mrs. JOHNSON said that sne had detected 

nothing unusual in her husband's behavior during the previous sev- 

eral weeks, that he had simply left for the office at about 2:45 

pem. on Friday. the 2nd, ead had not returned. Sne did not know 

why he had left or where JOHNSON might have gone. Mrs, JCHKNSON : 

repeated tnis statement in two later interviews, one toward the i 

end of October and the second in the micdle of November 1964. 
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Soon after JCHNSC''s disappearance, representatives of ACSI : 
interviewed an Arlington, Virginia, real-estate salesman, Games ve i 
Alien MINTKEIBAUGH. He had been identified by Mrs. JOHNSON as 
her husband's closest civilian acquaintance, having known JOHNSON 
from the time 12 years earlier when they served together in the ' 
Army. MINTKENRAUGH had first learned of JOHNSON's disappearance 
on Sunday. 4 October, when he telephoned the JOHNSON home and had 
talked to Mrs. JOHNSON. Twice the same day and once the next ; i 
MINTKENBAUGH had telephoned the Pentagon in hopes of locating 4 
JOHNSON. During the interview, he told the ACSI representatives 
that he had no idea where JOHNSON was. The last time he had seen 
JOHNSON, MINTKENBAUGH said. was several weeks earlier, at which 
time everything seemed normal, although JOHNSON had complained 
of difficulties raised by his wife's mental condition. * 


JOHNSON failed to reappear by 9 October 1964, the Army 
a: ‘thereupon decleared him a deserter, and the FBI was brought into 
' the cese. The FBI reinterviewed both Mrs. JOHNSON and MINTKEN- 
’, BAUGH on several occasions in search of information which might 
‘lead to JOHNSON's whereabouts. On 10 November, immediately, follow- 
ing his third FBY interview INTKENBAUGH asked his roommate, 
to take him to CIA Headquarter 
“G@iscuss "a matter of importance." During an interview that same 
evening MINTKENBAUGH confessed to a CIA representative that he 
had been a Soviet agent since 1952 or 1953, following his recruit- 
ment by JOHNSON, He described 1m general terms his own espionage 
activities during this 11 or 12 year period as well as those of 
Sgt. and Mrs. JOHNSON. No mention was made of the Orly penetration, 
however. The next day, while his roommate was, out of the apart- 
ment, MINTKENBAUGH packed his things and disappeared, leaving a 
note saying that he would be "back in the sprimg.." 


*® JOHNSON had told a Pentagon co-worker shortly before he went 
AWOL that, “My wife 1s driving me crazy!" Others there had 
noticed that JCHNSON appeared nervous and seemed to be drinking 
heavily in the days immediately preceding his disappearance. 
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SCANEON remained at large, his whereebouts unknown, until 
25 November 1964. At that time he turned Himself in to a U.S. Air 
Force policeman in Reno, Nevada. He had, he said, run out of 
_money. JOHNSON was immediately incarcerated on the charge of 
' being absent without leave. 
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On 1 December representatives of the FBI ard ACSI visited : 2 
Mrs. JOHNSON to inform her that her husband had been found. Then, : 
for the first time, she iaunched into a long, detailed account in F 
which she implicated JOHNEON, MINTKENBAUGH, and herself in espion-— 4 
age activities for the Soviets, (She nad not confessed earlier, é : 
she said. because of fear of what JOHNSON might de to her.) Mrs. : 
JCHNSON a@escribed what JOHNSON had done on hehalf of the Soviets 
while stationed-in Berlin during 1953 and 1954, while serving in 
the United States from 1957 to 1959, and during his recent tour ; 
in France from 1959 to August 1964. JOHNSON, she said, had told : 
her in 1962, when he was assigned to the Orly Field Armed Forces 2 
Courier Station, that he had removed documents from the vault 
there cn three occasions and hed passed them to the Soviets. 


A joint FBI-ACSI team two days later began ta interrogate 
JOHNSON on the basis of the informacion which had been received 
from NOSENKO, Mrs. JOHNSON, and MINTKEINBAUGH. JOHNSON stead- 
fastly maintained his innocence: He had gone AWOL, re said, only 
in order to force the Army to hospitalize his mentally ill wife 
and te require the Army or some other agency to find a means of 
taking care of his children. (He later insisted thet he had had 
no idea of the suspicions concerning him at the time he deserted.) 
During these interrogations, which lasted until 22 December, 
JOHNSON was confronted with: the allegations made by his wife and 
MINTKENSAUGH. He made a point-by-point denial. Meénwhile, MINT- 
KENBAUGH himself nad beer located by the FBI on 5 December at 
his brother's mountain cabin in California and was under inter- 
rogation. 
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JOHNSON was courtmartialed for desertion in December 1964 

and was sentenced to reduction in grade, forfeiture of pay, and 

. was ordered to reimburse the government for the cost cf return- 
ing him to Washington. The sentence included no confinement 
and, as he continued to profess his innocence, he was home for 
Christmas. FBI-ACSI plans called for a resumption of question- 
ing on the espicnage charges after the New Year. On 1 January 
1965, however, before the new interrogations began, JCHNSON 
walked in and made a voluntary confession, His reason for 
doing so, ne said, was solely to help his children and his wife, 
whose mental condition was worsening. The substance of this 
confession is given in the section which follows. 


‘(v)  _Information from Other Sources 
The confessions by the JOHNSON couple and MINTKENBAUGH 

constitute the bulk of evidence on the case. They indicate 
that the operation which began in 1953 reac’.ed its peak in late 
1962 and early 1963 when JOHNSON peretrated the vault at Orly, 
that Mrs. JOHNSON's mental condition posed a serious threat to | es 
the security of the operation and that the KGB recognized this re 

fact no later than late 1960. After August 1963 KGB interest - 
in JOHNSON's access to classified information declined markedly, — eo j 
and MINTKENBAUGH'’s contact with the KGB was severed at approxi- ; ; 
mately the same time. The JOHNSONs and MINTKENBAUGH were 
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mutually supporting in all major respects, for they paid 1lfetle 
heea to XGB efforts at compartmentation and continued to discuss 
their clandestine activities with each other. Their statements 
are summarized below, followed by a detailed presentation of 
their accounts of the operation. Mrs. JOHNSON’s revelations to 
others about the agent status of her husband. ara the Soviet re- 
actions to Mrs, JOHNSON's meatal iilress which ceuseqa her.to 
make these revelations. 


An effective and reliable agent from 1953 cn, JOHNSON ae 4 
arrived at Orly in May 1961, nut it was rot until the fall of ; ny 
1962 that he obtained the combination of the vauit. Probably in 
December JOHNSON made the first of hig seven entries into the 
vault. Five more penetrations appear to have beer made during the 
period January to March 1963, and the final one cccurred in May ae : 
1963. As summer approached and the dzys became longer,’ JOHNSON's — 
KGB case officer told him he was suspending the operation, on the ¢ 
grounds that the shorter hours of darkness had increased the risk 
peyond acceptable limits. bur the vault entries would recommence 
and intensify in the fall. In August, however, JOHNSON was trans~- 3 
ferred to the Seine Area Ccnmand headquarters at Camp Des Loges, i 
France, and lost access to the vault. As noncommissioned officer ; 
in charge of the Classified Control Center at Canp Des Loges, 

JOHNSON had access to all classified ducuments originating with 

the Headquarters conmand and with certain other commands as well; 

yet the KGB never pressed him to produce these documents and, 

JOHNSON said, seemed uninterested in the documents he offered ; 

to provide. when he was transrerred to the United States in 1964 | 


rede adathie deg 


following NOSENKO:s defection, JOHNSON received the impression 1 
from his KGB handler that he was being "dropped." JOHNSON claims } 
to have had no contact with the Soviets during the six months 
between his reassignment to the Pentacon and his epprehension 

in December 1964. 


MINTKENBAUGH first served the KGB as a spotter of American 
personnel in Berlin during 1953 and 1954 and later. from 1956 to 
1959, as a courier between JOHNSON and officers of the KGB Legal 
Residency 1n Washington, D.C. At the time JOHNSON was assigned 
to Orleans, France, in late 1959, MINTKEIBAUVGH was taken to 
Moscow to prepare for his “most important assicnment." At KGB 
instruction, MINTKENBAUGH moved from California to Arlington., 
Virginia, in 1960. The plan was for him to establish a self- 
owned business so that he could be joined by a female (a KGB 
Illegal) who was to become h:s wife and operationel assistant. 

“?Once this was accomplished MINTKENBAUGH was to act as @ courier, 
servicing a network of KGB agents throughout the United States. 
Despite repeated KGB pleadings and admonitions. he took no fur- 
ther steps to establish the desired cover, and for this reason 
the Soviet plan never materialized. Moreover, MINTKENBAUGH: has” 
said. by early 1962 he was depressed and disillusiored and was 
“looking for @ way to break contact with the KGB; from this point : 
or somewhat earlier he claims to have performed his various KGB i 
assignments in a perfunctory way or sot at all. Contact was 
finally broken scmetime in the late summer or early fall of 
1963 when MINTKENRBAUGH was unable to read directions for fur- 
ther meetings which the KGB passed him on photographic film via 
@eaddrop. The KGB took no steps to reinstitute contacts, and 
_ MINTKENBAUGH's own efforts - after apparently experiencing a 
change of heart - proved unavailing. 
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‘Hedwig JOHNSON's espionage career was limited to the 1953- 
1954 period, when she acted as a courier between JOHNSON in West 
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Berlin and the KGB at Karlshorst. Although she was subsequently 
aware of the details of JOHNSCN's work end even on cccasion accom- 
panied him to operational meetings in France, she apparently never 
again played an active role. | 
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a JCHNSON's Statements 


Having edmitted hia espionace activities to ACSI and the 
FRI, JOH'NSCN gave what he said was the complete history of his 
relationships with Soviet Intelligence since the early 1950's. 
The following eccount is pased largely on ACSI réports to the 
U.S. Security Board on 12 and 26 Jaruary 1965; thev provide the 
details of his original confession and elaborate on his activities 
during nis most recent tour in France.* 


ee SR readal aide! 


In 1952, COHNSON wes stationed in West Berlin where he was 
the acting first sergeant of a Transportation Corps company. 
Desponcent because he wes passed over for promotion and not given 
the first sergeant position, and believing that his application : 4 
to marcy would te disapproved, JOHNSON decided to defect to the : 
Soviets. His first attempt to defect was aborted in February ae ‘ 
1952 when Hedwig admitted to JOENSCN at the last minute that she 
had lied to him when she had informed him earlier that she had 
contacted the Soviet authorities in East Berlin and arranyed for 
their defection as he had requested. After the initial attempt 
to defect, JOHNSON percueded Hedwig to return to East Germany to 
contact the Soviets, wnich she did. About a week after the sbort- 
ed effort to defect. Hedwig and JOHNSON met with the Soviets in 
East Germany. JOHNSON informed the Soviets he was "fed up with 
the American way of lize" and wanted to defect to the USSR. JOHN- . 
SON was toid there was no hurry about his proposal to defect, a ‘ 
statement with which he agreed. Another meeting was arranged 
for the fcllowing week. During the period between the first 
meeting end his marriage to Hedwig on 25 Aprii 1953, JOHNSON met ' 
almost weekly with the Soviets. JOHNSON was finally told that ‘ : 
he would be of more use to the Soviets if he were to remain in . : 
the American Sector. He agreed to do so and at the same time to i 
perform tasks for Soviet Intelligence. JCHNSON has stated that { 
he refused the money the Soviets offered for his services at 
that time, but he continued to work for Soviet Intelligence until 
his transfer to Rochefort, France, in April 1954. 


‘During his Berlin assignment JOHNSON conducted the follow-. 
ing activities on behaif of Soviet Intelligence: 


- He was given a Minox camera by the Soviets and 
trained in its use. 


‘- JOHNSON's first important assignment was to call 

on a man named "Willie" (presuned by Hedwig JOHNSON to 
be Willie BRANDT, present Mayor of Berlin) nye wear his 
uniform at the time he called on "Willie, "7to get "Willie" 
in his jeep by telling "Willie" the Americans wanted to 
speak with him. He was to drive "Willie" to the Check- 
point between East and West Berlin where "“illie" would 
be taken into custody by the Soviets. JOHNSON was 
instructed to use any force necessary, and he agreed ; 
to bring "Willie" to the Checxpoint dead or alive. JOHN 
SON. went to the address in Schoenenberg, West Berlin, 

- provided by the Soviets, entered the residence, but made ; oo 
no further attempt to carry out his orders. a 


* Although the FBI subsequently debriefed JOHNSON in depth on Se 
a his entire espionage career, these two ACSI reports contain at 
24> the main substance of his story. : 
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- After his marriage on 25 April 1953, JOHNSON spent a 
week in Grandenberc, East Germany, a5 a guest of the Soviets, 
Guringe wnicn time various meetings were held, usually in 
JOHNSON's room. Durirg the weex there JOHNSCN was questioned 
extensively about his personal life and w2s asked routine 
questions about his organization. He was given a book on 
the history of Ccmmunism which he reed several times, and on 
one occesicn he was questioned to such a degree on general 
subjects that JOHNSON felt he was possibly being psycho- 
analyzed. When JOHNSON returned to west. Berlin, Hedwig re- 

e mained in East Germany to act as courier petween JOHNSON 
and the Soviets. JOHNSON supsequently met with Hedwig on 
a weekly basis. : 
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- JOHNSON was directed by the Soviets to try to.obtain — a 
an assignment with CIC or the Military Intelligence Detach- , 
ment (MID). He believes he may have tried to get into CIC, 
and he definitely applied for an assignment in MID but was P 
turned down. F 


- JOHNSON was given the assignment of furnishing the 
nemes of CIC personrel in Berlin. He accomplished this by ; 
utilizing the Berlin Post Telephone Directory, which he ooh 
‘also subsequently supplied to the Soviets. The Soviets were : 
extremely pleased with this accomplishment. 


~- In about May 1953, JOHNSCN was reassigned to the G-2 
Section of the Berlin Command, with a secret security claar- 
ance. ard assigned duties as a Message Center clerk. Be- | 
cause MINTKENBAUGH, then assigned to the G-z Section as A sae 
chief clerk. would be able to detect JOHNSON taking photo-_. Bas ae i 
grepks in the office. and because JOHNSON believed that ahi j 
MINTKENBAUGH could act as a lookout for JOHNSON during the to. 7 
period he was photographing documents, JOHNSON decided to : , : 
recruit MINTKENBAUGH. He subsequently “testec" MINIKEN- } 
BAUGH and recruited him to comnit espionage for the Soviets. i 
The recruitment was accomplished without the prior know- 
ledge or approval of the Soviets. JOHNSON believes MINT- 
KENBAUGH was agreeable because of the excitement of the 
idea. JCHNSCN and MINTKENBAUGH subsequently lived to- 
gether and were closely associated in espionage activities. oe . 
Hedwig later escorted MINTKENEAUGH to Hast Berlin, after 
which MINTKENBAUGH came under the direct supervision of 
the Soviets and no loncer workec for JOHNSON, 


- During his assignment with G-2, JOHNSON photographed 
“almost everything in his office, including cables, rosters, 
“intelligence summaries, alert plans, evacuation plans, and 
} : possibly clearance documents. Usually he photographed the : 
Pees documents on his.lunch hour. JOHNSON also wrote reports dita ah eta, 

containing his personal observations and activities, which 
he photographed for transmittal to the Soviets. Hedwig 
acted as their courier, carrying the film to East: Germany 
in the hollowed out portion of: the heel of her shoe. 


t 

- When JOHNSON informed the Soviets that he expected ~— . ee 

to be transferred out of Berlin some time in 1953 due to ee, a 

an overage in his MOS, he was instructed to try to obtain . ; ; 

. an assignment in. Heidelberg, Germany. . At- that time JOHN- . - . wv £3 4 
SON was disillusioned with the Soviets since they had _ , : 


CIEE SROs st sycten sree sa ensyatmanmmemasnranenne tiene eee ntee ee eet Netemeere oe 


10° SECRET " 7 | sd 


: 
j 

: 

! 

oz 

* 

4 

* “4 
1 

~t 

mar 


hae 


14-0000, 


, ’ 442. 


informed him that much of the information he passed to the 
Soviets was of ro interest to trem. He therefore mafte no 
attempt to obtain the Heidelkerg 2ssignment. Instezd, JOHN- 
SON took leave to Wiescaien, Germany. Wher JCHNSCM néxt met | 
: with his Soviet handler in Karlshorst, East Germany, JOANSON 
informed the Soviets he had been to Heidelberg and bad re- 
quested an assignment in the G-2 Section there. He was 
questioned in detail about his trip, but believes he was 
able*to convince the Soviets of the truth of his statementa. 
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JOHNSON stated ke had no contact with the Soviets after his 
transfer to France on 3 April 1954 until recontacted by the Soviets 
in the United Srates 1n 1957, through MINTKENBAUGH. 


setts 


In July 1956 JOHNSOW was discharged from the Army and moved 
to Las Vegas, Nevada. In the early parc of 1957 MINTKENZAUGH re- 
contacted JOHNSON in Las Vegas and gave him a present cf $500 from 
the Soviets. No conditions were attuched to the gift, but JOHNSON 
was. offered a saiaried job if he would re-join the Army: and again 
work for the Soviets. The Scviets instructed JOHNSCN to cktain 
some type of work involving security. JOHNSON re-joined the Army 
as instructed on 18 February 1957 but applied for missile train-— 
ing on his own initiative. JOHNSON was assigned to Fort MacArthur, 
Los Angeles, California, on 18 February 1957 and from there sent 
to the NIKE-Ajax Missile School at Palo Verde, California, for 
training. JOHNSON stated that, while assigned to the school, he: 


se laws ile 


- Photcgraphed all training manuals he could procure. 
Most were believed to be unclassified, although one or two 
could have been classified “confidential.” ' 


- Stole a sample of JP-4 NIKE fuel. 


re ce 


- Photographed 2 Hercules missile in detail. JOHNSON 
estimated he took 15 to 20 photographs of the missile frem 
all angles. 


- Took several photographs of the installation while 
“on duty as a security guard in a tower overlooking a secure 
area at the missile school. 


~ Photographed the inside of a NIKE Missile Site, but 
with negative results as the photos did not come out. 


_ JOHNSON maintained contact with MINTKENBAUGH on 2 bi-monthly 
basis. He passed photographs, personal reports ‘and the JP-4 fuel 
sample to the Soviets through MINTKENBAUGH and was paid by the 
Soviets on an average of $300 per month. JOHNSON was paid an 


additional bonus for the JP-4 fuel sample, which was of particular a ee 
interest to the Soviets. He signed receipts for all payments 
received. — : 


In 1958 JOHNSON was transferred to Fort Bliss where he was = 
assigned duties as a supply sergeant with no access to classified 
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information, During tris assignment, JOHNSON accompanied MINT- 
KEIZAUGH to Washington, D.C,, on one occaz1on end was introduced 
to MINTKEIRAUGH's hardier.* 


JOHNSON wes transferred to Orleans. France, in the fall of 
1959 and retorted there on 29 October for duty with the Mutual 
Security Section, U.S. arny Supply Control Agency. The Soviets 
were aware of this transfer, and within several days of his arri- 
val JONNSON was contacted by MINTKENSAUGH who explained that he 
had been sent in order to arrange contact becrween JOHNSON and 
the Soviets. A day or so after this, MINTAENBAVGH, JOHNSON, and 
JCHNSON's wife travelled to Paris, where the JOHNSONs were met 
by Vitaliy URZHUMOV, who introduced himself as "“Vixtor."** a 
M-s, JOHNSON 's presence, URZHUMOV expressed an interest in JOHN- 
SON's sew Gaty post, a NATO supply installation, and in JOHNSON's 
job, which involved the handling of requisitions for supplies and 
replacement parts for NIKE missile sites. He asked JOHNSON to 
renew his intelligence work, and JCrHNSON agreed. 


Beginning in early January 1960, JOHNSON had approximately 
elght meetings with URZIVMCV in Paris. These meetings took place 
on the first Saturday of eacn month, and during the first few of 
them JOHNSON was accompanied by tus wife.*** Originally it was 
plaried that Hedwig would act as a courier, but this plan was dis- 
‘carded because it would have required that JOHNSUN give her a 
@evaileda oral explanation of the information which he was furnish- 
ing the Soviets. The meetings with URZHUMOV lasted from 15 to 30 
minutes, and at them JCHNSON passed the information he had managed 
to collect underwent training, and assisted in che development 
of dead drops and emergency plans. 


While stationed at Orleans. JOXANSON furnished the Soviets 
with photographs of éccuments, typewritten reperts of his obser- 
vations, and personality data on other persons working in tne 
Mutual Security 3rance cf the ordnance agency. Specifically he 
passed information on the French S-i0 and S-121 anti-tank wire- 
controllea missiles, then in use by the NATO forces and on parts 
supplied to NIKE-Ajax units in Itely as weil as the locations of 
these units. He also gave the Soviets a complete description of 
his own job and duties and of the organization and structure of 
the ordnance acency. 


In lare 1960 JOHNSON found it necessary to seek a transfer 
from Orleans because of his wife's mental condition.**** He dis- 
cussed this transfer at length with URZHUMOV, who agreed that the 


*——WINTKENBAUGH took JOHNSON to Washington on his own initiative, 
when, according to MINTKENBAUGH, he told his case officer 


that JCHNSON was waiting 1n a drugstore on Wisconsin Avenue 
and wanted to meet him. The Soviet became greatly disturbed 


and took MINTKENBAUGH to task for acting without instructions¢ 


Bee er neers he went to the drugstore and visited with JOHN~. 
** -URZHUMOV was in Paris as an Attache in the Political Section 
of the Soviet Embassy as of March 1959. He replaced a sus- 
pected Soviet Intelligence officer, and GOLITSYN stated that 
he was almost"convinced" that URZHUMOV was a KGB officer. 
URZHUMOV was scheduled to leave Paris in early 1965. 
In a later debriefing, JOHNSON said that tha;met "generally 
every two weeks." JOHNSON's wife apparens+y attended meet— 
ings on a regular basis until some time in November 1960. 
****Hedwig JOHNSON's mental condition is discussed further 

below. 
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information coming from the ordnance agency at Orieans was “not 
too important.” URZIUMOV advised JOHNSON to try to get an assign-. Nek aes 
ment either at SHAPE or EJCOM since the Soviets could use a 
source at either of these headquarters.* JOHNSON reenlisted in 
April 1961, and having requested assignment at Headquarters, 

Seine Area Command Paras, he was posted to tne courier station 

at Orly Field, a unit whicn he knew handled top secret and crypto- 
Graphic material. According to JOHNSON, URZHUMOV zppeared to be 


very happy when ne heard this. 
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JOHNSON arrived at tne Oriy Courier Transfer Station in Mey 
1961 and for the next year met frequently with URZHUMOV. He was, 
however, unable to furnish anything of intelligence interest be- : 
cause of stringent security precautions, but he did give UkZHUMOY { 
reports of personal activities, personality sketches, and sug- 
gestions as to which individuals seemed to Se potential recruits 
for the Soviets. At one of tneir regular meetings in the fall of i 
1962, URZHUMOV introduced JOHNSON to a new Soviet case officer. : 
G.N. VLASOV, who called nimselft “Felix."** Thereafter JOHNSON 


saw very little.of his former handler. 


Aecording to JCHNSON, the nature of the operation changed 
after VLASOV tcok over. VLASOV's handling. JOHNSON said, proved 
to we more direct and jess discreet than URZHUMOY's had been: ' ' 

“Whereas under UR@HUMOV most of JOHNSON's time was spent on locat- : 

ing dezd drops, the formulation of emergency plans, and training, 
penetration of the vauit now became nis primary mission. The 
first preak in this direvtion cane, JCHNSON said, when he was 
able to optain the combination to the door ijeading to the vault 
area:'”’* one of the officers in cha.ge haa thrown in the trash 
can a piece of paper containing the combination in coded form : 
ana JCHNSON retrieved it after the officer left the room. (JOHN- . i 
SON hac earlier made an impression of the key to the inner coor 
of the vauit when one of his co-workers had inadvertently left : 
the key in the door. The Soviets had made @ copy.) JGENSON 
Gescribeé this phase of the operation as being slow and careful, 
He first wrote reports on every deiail of the courier service, 
including schedules for acrivais, deliveries, and handling of 

is classified materials. On VLASOV's instruction he also photo- ; 
graphed the vault door and the office and made detailed measure- 
ments of the door and the vauit; this was accomplished ét night, 
using a Minox camera furnished by the Soviets. 


a -jOANSON Later Salad “Viktor” had told him that the only in- | 
formation of value that he had supplied while stationed at : : i 
Orleans was that concerning the S-10 and S-11 missiles. : es ees 


** YLASOV was scheduled to be replaced in Paris in January 1965. 


ier is ates 


***JOHNSON has described the courier station as consisting of 
two rooms, an office area and the vault. "Entrance to the 
vault from the outer room was through two metal doors. The 
first door was secured by a steel bar at either end of which 

! ; was a Sargent and Greenleaf combination padlock. The second 
: door was secured by a key lock.” , : ; 
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During this period, too, JOHNSON begen to establish a work 
pattern by volunteering to work straight through the weekend 
beginning Saturday morning and ending Monday morning. (He ex- 

plained to his superiors and fellow workers that he wanted to 

ae have Monday and Tuesday off in order to do the shopping and nous2- 
cleaning for his wife, who was not well. This arrangement was 
agreeable to all, as everyone would have every weekerd off.) 
JOHNSON also begen to bring ris shaving equipment and frod to the 
office in an Air France bag; this bag was to be used in the opera- 
tion, and it was necessary that it be thought. commonplace for him : 4 
to carry it around, 3 
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JOHNGON estimated that about a month elapsed hetween the tine 4 
he obtained the combination to che vavit and the first penetration, 
During this time he and V!.ASOV met axout every third night to dis- 
cuss the penetration and plans were Giscussed fer removing the 
agocuments, the Soviets‘ processing of «hem, and their sefe return ‘ 
to the vault. The plan, as finally agreed uvon, called for a 
meeting on the Friday nicht before the peretration was to be mad= 
to discuss cetails and arrange meeting sites. All penetretions - 
were to be cerried out during the midnight hours on Saturday; 
JOHUSON was to enter the vaule at 2306 hours, obtain the material, 
leave'the office ac 2313 hours, and make the Gelivery to the 
Soviets at 2315 hours. As things worked out in practice, JOHNSON 
Said. he sometimes entered the vault somewhat earlier. His selec- 
tion cf documents was on the basis of their addressees; all were 
wrapped.* He would then go outside to make sure no U.S. per- 
sonnel were in the area, then lock the frort door, open the vault, 
take the materials, lock the vault, and with the documents in hig 
Air France pag drive to the meeting site a short distance away. 
There he vould exchange the bag for en identical one provided ky 
the Soviets, containing sandwiches and 2 bottle of aoped cognac, 
and return to his duty post. JOKNSON explained that 1f on re- 
turning to the station he was confronted by a visitor, he wes to 
say that he had gone out to get some food: if it appeared that =<. 
the visitor planned to stay long enough to upset the plan, the : 
cognac was to be used (it never was used). A second centact . 
with the Soviets, to retrieve the materials, was scheduled for ; 
between 0300 to 0400 hours at a different meeting site, about 
six minutes' drive away. 


On one or perhaps two occasions when the combination to the 
lock had been changed. JOHNSON used a special device (supplied 
by VLASGV) to determine the new combination. On 23 February 
1965, JOHNSON said that he was quite certain he used this de- 
vice twice, in February and March 1963. This device was in 
two sections, one of which was a plate. The device fit snugly 
over the lock, the plate being placed to the rear of it, and 
the device recorded the combination of the lock by means of 
radioactive material in one section of it. JOHNSON said that 
VLASOV gave him the new combination to the lock about a week 
after he hed placed the device on the lock as instructed. 
JOHNSON had earlier made photographs and detailed measurements 
on the locks used to secure the vault door; because the aa 


* JOHNSON did not know precisely what documents he gave the 
Soviets. ACSI confirmed that there is a document, such as 
that described by NOSENKO,’ which lists bombing targets in 
France and that it had been sent to France during this 
period, ; 
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radioactive device su ieee Nee by VLASGY fitred trem exactly, he 
supposed that it hed been mede especially for this penetration 
operetion.* 


JOHNSON covld not recall the date when the first penetration 
of the vault was made, but he said trat it couid not have been bde- 
fore November 1962 as his car waS out of commission throughout 


October. Definitely, according to JCHNSCN. there was »% peretra- 


tion just before or after Christmes 1362, and tne first four pene- 
trations were spaceé closely together. Questioned in detail on 
this subject during February 1965, JCHNSON eventually arrived at 
the estimate that there was ro penetration mace in November 1962, 
that tv entries were made in Daccmper, and that five more pene- 
trations tcok plece curing January-: May 1963. Recers.) che Decen- 
ber penetrations, he first believed that they might have peen on 
the 15th ard 29th of the month, tnen seater saic chat he thought 
they had taken place on consecutive Saturdays. and finally re- 
affirmed his belief that one was mace on the 29th and ruied out 
the possibility of one on the 22nd. He believed that the January 
entry took place in the middle of the month, probably the 19th, 
and z:ai@ hé was quite certain that ar entry “took place on 26 


April.** 


The operation proceeded witho.t disruption until it was 
terminated during tre summer months cf 1963 on iastructions from 
VLASCV, who felt that the Guys had crown. too iong and that the 
operation could not he carried our in daylight. Plans were dis- 
cussecé for expanding the operation vnen it was resumed in the fall, 
however. Up until this time JOHNSCN had been instructed not to 
take our more tnan 12 or 15 enveiopes at a time as the Soviet 
technicians*** couid not handie a larcer quantity during the time 
available. In the stepped-up operation, acscording to VLASOV, 
sufficient personnel and farilities wouid ce available to process 
approximateiy 30 envelopes. 


* NOSENKO, however. described this device, or one very similar 
to it, in Geneva on 12 June 1962 “X-rays are beamed against 
a safe in order to determine the combination by radiation... 
that is, in order to open a new zafe, eny safe... The (spe- 
cial) equipment 1S contained in two suitceses; they turn it 
on and rays are emitted in order: t2 sense which compination 
shoulda be chosen." JOHNSON said the device was contained in 
two separate pocket-sized packages as a guard against. harm- 
ful radiation, and both JOHNSON and NOSFNKO have described 

'the possible effects of this radiation on the health of its 
operator. NOSENKO was not asked and did not volunteer why, 
if this equipment was available at least as early as June 
1962, it was not used earlier in the Orly penetration oper- 
ation. 


** By matching Saturdays with the dates on which CIA records 
show the special technicians named by NOSENKO to be in Paris, 
ACSI arrived at the following possible dates for the penetra- 
tions: 15 December 1962, 22 Decemder 1962, 19 January 1963, 
26 January 1963, 16 February 1963, 2 March 1963, and 25 May 
1963. 


*** JGHNSON, who never met them, was toid that it was necessary 
for the Soviets to fly the technicians into Paris from 
Moscow for each penetration of the vault. 
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There were, however, no further penetrations, On 4 August 
1663, COMNSCN received orders transferring him to the Seine Area 
Command at Camp Des Loges, not fer from Paris. He went to his 
Cemmending Officer and told him that he did not want the trans- 
fer, that he was happy with his current assignment, and that it 
was better for his wife to be near the hospital facilities in 
Peris. The officer replied that he would try to find another re- 
placement for the position at Camp Des Loges but that, in the 
meantime, JOHNSON wouleé have to report for duty as ordered. (Prior 
to leaving Oriy, JOHNSON informed VLASOV cf the trensfer and offer- 
ed to attempt to cecruit a £ellow-worker to take his place in the 
penetration operation; VLASOV géve him definite instruetions not 
to make eny recruitment attempts.) fils assignment at Camp Des 
Loues aS non-commissioned officer in charge of the "Classified 
Control Center" was accenpanicd by @ promotion. JCHNSCN reported 
for duty on 5 August 1962. 


JOHNSON served at Camp Des Leres for nine months, until Mey 
1964. During this cime he took pert in only one operation for the 
Soviets, photography of 42 5 rea Command catclogue, clas3i- 
fied “secrezt". This Z27-nage né gaye & synopsis of each 
Seine Area Command evacuatior 


 SOLNSON maneged to phocosgraph this document during normal 
working hours, prorably scmetine at the ond of 1967 or in January 
1964 using a special Loll-over" semera, which he then returned to 
VLASCV. Aout a week later, JCKNSON egain met with ViASOV, who 
told him that he did not consider the information worth the risk 
involved and called off future atiempts. The wmain purpose of the 
operation, VLASOV said, whicn was to acquaint JOHNSON with the 
"roll-over" camera and its use, hed been accomplished. 


JOHNSON described this camera as having a built-in light 
source and as resembling a cigarette case: To expose the fila, 
JOHNSON rolled the camera acress the pages. According to JOHN~ 
SON, the Soviets attached great importance to this camera, end 
it was not given to him until he had provided detailed plans 
and descriptions of the pbuilding and office in which he worked, 
locations of the safes, and descriptions c# the personnel there. 
Furthermore, JOHNSON was instructed to return the camera to his 
case officer the night after taking the pictures or in any case 
within three Gays whether or not he had been able to take the 
pictures. ** os 


* JOHNSON later identified this cocument és the "Combat Opera- 
tions Index and Status of Emergency Plans." Classified 
"secret," it summarizes the contents of verious individual 
emergency and evacuation plans for units under the Seine 
Area Command. , 


stesshe 3 Zo A ets 


os eee 


se Bates nla theeiboalaia se 


sea 


5 aT ae 
eatdioe dined se ty 1 


wth. 


Aeciee pee 


hen ancenah Bimints dine toe 3 sh ste 


neg elds A chee tho ae tet nese eae 


ae Me emtcaeniseed iat: 


4 
‘ 


et na a a 


. -- During an interview on 18 February 1955, JOHNSON stated - 
that he did not feel that his espionage efforts oe Camp Des Loges. 
had been very profitable for the Soviets. It was his opinion that 


* the most important document to which he hed access during this 


period was the top secret one on Seventh Army plans for retreat. 

to the Pyrenees in the event of a Soviet Army attack. When he 
proposed that he attempt to obtain it for the Soviets, however, 
VLASOV showed a complete lack of interest. VLASOV's attitude led 
JOHNSON to believe that the Soviets already had the document. 
JOHNSON stated further that it was his usual practice to scan: 
documents which came into his possession and to meke oral and 
sometimes written reports to the Soviets on their general contents. 
He specifically recalled discussing with: VLASOV the periodic 
counterintelligence summaries issued by CIC to which he had access, 
but VLASOV had not seemed interested in them. JOHNSON believed 
these discussions came up in connection with possible use of the 
"roll-over" camera, and that VLASOV:s response had been that the 
informetion involved was not worth the risk of his exposure.* 


JOHNSON recalled: that "at their last ne2eting and for 4 few 
meetings prior thereto, ne and ‘Felix’ (VLASOV) did not stop at 
a cafe as had beer their practice.** Instead, the entire meeting 
was conducted as they walked in the area of theirc point of con- 
tact in Féris. At one of these meetings '‘Felix' apoeared to be 
visibly upset. In fact, he had not appeared for a meeting on 
the appointed date. The contact was not made until the alter. 
nate date. At that time 'Felix' suggested that he (JCHNSON) 
knew why they had not met as scheduled. Whenhe (JOHNSON) replied 
that he Gid not know, '‘Felix' explained to him that a Soviet In- 
telligence officer had defected in Gereva and that they had to 
be extremely cautious. 'Felix' told him that he did not have to 
worry, that the off.:cer did not know him, but 'Felix' instructed 
him to destroy anything which could idencify him with Soviet 
Intelligence. 'Felix', who normally was very calm and self- 
assured, was completeiy out of character on this occasion. At 
this and succeeding meets before he returned to the United 
States, he (JOHNSON) tried to tell ‘Felix' about the status of 
his expected rotation to the United States in May. ‘Felix' did 
not appear to be interestec in anything he had to say. Finally, 


* JOHNSON said that in the Classified Control Section he had 
access to all classified documents originating with Seine 
' Area Command and to some classified documents originating 
in otner Headquarters; he was responsible for supervising 
the printing of cle ssified documents and for accounting.for 
and distributing all authorized copies of these documents. 
JOHNSON was asked on 18 February 1965 whether it would have 
been possible for him to take original documents or copies 
of them to his Soviet handlers. He replied that he could 
have forged receipts and taken a document from the Center 
on his person and, in addition, he could have made extra 
copies of any classified document. . He did not do: this’ 
with regard to the one document he did copy; he said, be-. 
cause he had an interest in Beerng and using the "roll- 
over" camera. : 
** This change apparently occurred following NOSENKO's defec- 
tion in early February 1964. | 
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at a meeting in early April, when ‘Felix’ told him that it was 
their last meeting, which came as 4 surprise to JOHNSON, he 
(JOHNSON) raised the question of how. he was to rotify ‘Frelix" in 
the event there was a change in his anticipated assignment to 

the Courier Station in dashington for which he had not yet been 
given official orders, ‘Felix’ in reply instructed him te place 
on a Gesignated wall of a building somewhere in Paris the letter 
Ww af he received orders for assignment in the Weshington area 
and. the letter 'X' if he received crders for assignment elsewhere." 


wale atlas de 


At this meeting VLASOV also told JOHNSON that he was not to 
worry 1f contact was not established immediately upon his return 
‘to Washington. He then gave JOHNSON contact instructions which 
called for the first meeting to take place in New York City in 
December 1964, eight months later. At some point in his discus- A 
“sions with VLASOV, JOHNSON told the FBI, he was surprised to see ij 
URZHUMOY enter the cafe where they were sitting and join them at 
‘the table. This was the first time that all three had met to- 
-gether since URZHUMOV had turned him over to VLASOV in 1961, prior 
‘to the Orly penetrations. For URZHUMOV's benefit, VLASOV again 
reviewed the arrangements for reestablishing con*-act in December, 
which gave JOHNSON an opportunity to express concern that he was 
to be out of :contact for such a long time and to suggest the . 
desirability of some sort of emergency contact arrangements such : 
as he had‘ had during his duty tour in Paris. VLASOV and URZHUMOV 
told JOHNSON that such arrangements would not be necessary.* 


Sia. QotONTE de ARAB 


JOHNSON claimed to have had no contact with the Soviets 
during his assignment at. the Pentagon Courier Transfer Station 
from May 1964 until he went AWOL in October of that year. 


* “According to MINTKENBAUGH. when JOHNSON contacted him in 
Arlington after his return to the United States, JOHNSON 
said that when he was leaving Paris the Soviets. treated. him: bye Ss 
as though he was being "dropped." JOHNSON said he had been — 5 

, ; instructed to get rid of all materials used in the operation , ' a 

ae before leaving France. He also told MINTKENBAUGH that an- fie Get hate ogee? 
other reason for this belief was the fact that he had asked oe 

for instructions regarding emergency meeting procedures but 
had been told by the Soviets that none were needed. MINT-~.. 

KENBAUGH remarked to the FBI that this was a change in 

usual procedures. ook 
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-in Washington, D.C. untii. the summer of 1959. 


or sade 


(bp) MINIXENBALCH Ss Statements 


ee 


Wher. he walked in to CIA on 10 November 1964 and during 
his: first interview by the FBI on 5 December 1964, MINTKEN= 
BAUGH described has recruitment by JOHNSON in Rerlin in the 


‘summer of 1453 and his collavoration with JONNSON in the 


Clandestine photography of documents and their transaittal, 


‘via Mrs. JOHNSON, to the Soviets in East Berlin until the 


fail of that year. He aiso described his role in JOHNSON's 
reactivation as a KCB agent in carly 1957 and his own acti- 
vities as & courier between JOHNSON and Soviets stationed 

On the basis 
Of this personal involy:ment, he has been able to give whet 
furporsts to be a rairly complete account of JOHNSON'’s espione 
age activities during this six.ycar period. With a number - 
of minor variations, which appear attributable to memory, 
MINTKENBAUCH's description ts consistent with the story ea 
@iven by JOHNSON. Highlights of his confession are given . 
below, gs -parated into two sactions, ose on what MINTKENBAUGH 
paid about JOHNSON and one on what he said about hiuselt. 


On Robert Lee JOHNSON 


After JOHNSON was transfersed to Orleans, France, in 
1959 and following MINTKENBAUCh's special training in Moscow 
(se blow) that fail, the KCB instrueted both agents to 
Sever ali ties with one another in an attampt ro'compartment 
what row had become separate operations. Both JOHNSON and 
MINTKENBAUCH igrored these instructions. The. two corresponded 
by mail. throughout JOUNSON's service in France and one of 
the first things JOMNSON dil after getting settled in Washing- 
ton upon his return to the United States in the sprirg cf 
1964 was to look up his oid frieaa. The two got together 
and swapp-d espionage stovies. From this, MINITKENBAUGH was 
able to teil the FRI in consid-rabl- detail about the Orly | 
Courier Station penetration, Although MINTKENSAUGH's infor- 
mation added authing to aad was far less detailed than that 
Vater given by JOHNSON, the two accounts were consistent.* 


Op His Own Activities 
MINVKENBAUCH pictured himseif as an agent with no 


unique access to signigicant intelligence, initially dis. 
trusit-d by the KCB, later used as a spotter and then as a 


courier, ineffectual in carrying out the ore important ase 


Signment gives him by tre KCB, but partly successful in 


“*#JOHNSON and his wife also were knowledgeable of MINTKEN- 


BAWH's activities during the 1959-1963 period. MINTKEN- 

BAUGH apparently told them that he had been to Moscow for 

espionage training. From his letters to them in Orleans 

and later Paris, the JOHNSONs had a good idea of MINTKEN. 

BALCH's principal mission in the Washington area, and when ; 
JOHNSON contacted him after returning from France in 1964, as = 
MINTKENBAUGH described his other assignments as well. 
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fulfilling bene less important KGB taske.* He also indicated 
that, during the latter part of his agent career, he was a 
reluctant .collacerator and became a handling problem for his 
KG2' ease officers. 


-MINTKENBAUGH's career as a KGB agent began in the summer of 
1953, ‘shortly after a chance encounter with his old acquairtance, 
JOHNSON. Within a matter of weeks JOHNSON told MINTKENSAUCH that 
he was a Soviet agent ard then, without consulting the KGB, re- 
cruited MINTKENBAUGH as an assistant. JOXNSON's KGS handlers... 
were ‘extremely upset’ when they earned what JOHNSON nad done: 
and 1t was not until October 1953, some months tater, that they 
would agree to meet MINTXENBAUGH. In the interim he~assisted 
JOMWSON by standing watch while the latter photographed docu- 
ments. From October 1953 to April 1954. when MINTKENBAUCH was 
transferred temporarily to duty with.a military hospital in 
France, he carried out a number of assignments for’ the Soviets, 
alisost all connected with the spotting and assessment of Americans 
stationed in Berlin. For the five-month period he was in France, 
MINTKEVBAUGH ciaimed to nave been out of touch with the KG. Upon 
returning to Eerlin in September: 1954, he resumed his spotting 
activities and spent a part of his time tearning photcgraphy, the 
construction and use of dead drops, and secret writing techniques 
in préparation for his impending transfer to the United States, 

He left Berlin in February 1956, 


MINTKENBANGH performed his next espionage asSignment a year 
later when, in January 1957, he visited and reactivated Sergeant 
JOHNSON at KGB instruction. The tollowinc month he began service 
as a courier bLetween JOHNSON, who was stationed first in Califor- 
nia and then in Texas, and the KGB in Washington, D.C. Other than 
these periodic courier trips, MINTKZNBAUGH carried out no other 
KGB assignments until the late fall of 1959. 


Probably in October 1959, MINTKENBAUCH flew to Berlin and 
from there, in company with a KGB officer, to Moscow, where he 
was lodged in a safe apartment. For about three weeks he received 
individualized training 1n photography, cryptography, and manual 
Morse reception, with emphasis on the iatter. At the end of this 
period, his case officer asked fo: the first time whether MINTKEV- 
BAUGH was willing to marry a Soviet woman and tive with her in the 
Washington area, According to the KGB plan as explained to MINT- 
KENBAUGH at this time, he would “establish a roof over his head" 
near Washington, preferabiy in Ariington; then, with the assis- 
tance of his "operational wife" he would serve as a courier, — 


* Although NCSENKO did not report on MINTKENBAUGH, he and JOHN- 
SON were so closely connected operationaliy and had such com- 
plete knowledge of one another's:activities, that the confes- 
sion of either agent would almost inevitably result in the 
apprehension of the other. For this reason MINTKENBAUGH'sS 
story is given here in some detail. This account, for the 
most part, was given as part of. and subsequent to MINTKEN- 
BAUGH 's confession of complicity in Soviet espionage, but hbe- 
fore he was convicted for conspiracy. 
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coliectirg information from a network of Soviet agents for 
¢elivery to tne KCB via dead drops, Several days after this, 
hile MINTKENBAUCH was still considering the KCB proposal, . 
he was visited by “Alex.” MINSTKENBALCH was told "Alex" vas 
a ¢eniort KCB official aad a "very important person." ("Alex" 
was later identified as Aleksandr FEKLISOY, then Chief of 
the American Department of the KCB First Chief Directorate 
and later, under the mame FOMIN, KGB Legal Resident in 
Washirgton.) “Alex told MINTKENBALGH that his Soviet wife 
would serve only as a cover for MINTKENBAUGH's espicnages 

Her pressnce would allow MINTKENBAUCH to travel freely 
throughout the United States (New York, California, end New 
Mexico were mentioned spectficaily) without having to worry 
about a “nagging wife."' She also would be able to help hin 
Operationally, pasticularly with radio communications, From 
"Alex's" manner and questions, NISTKENBAUCH gathered that he 
tad come mainly to "size him up" for this assignment, which 
MINIKENBAUGH row agreed to accept. 


‘Subsequently MINTKENBAUCH was introduced to his intended 
bride, known to him only as "Irene,"* and the two spent some 


time together to get acquainted. She nad either been informed 


or recognized that MINTKENBAUGH was a homosex al and told 

bim she krew.** MINTKENBALGH retuvned to the United States at 
the end of December 1959. His only assignment from the Mose 
cow trip was to establish his own businéss in the Washington 
area as soon as possible so that "Irere’ could join him. 


Following KCB instructions, MINTKENBACCH moved to 
Arlington, Virginia, in about October 1969, but failed to 
Ga anything about Lis "roof." Shortly after nis arrival and 
watthout advising or securing che appro’al of his KGB handler, 
he entered into a home-rcmodeiing venture with a female 
friend fzom his days in Periin.. When MINTKENBAUGH told his 
case officer about this afte: the fact, the latter becume - 
“extremely upset," explaining that is instructing MINTKEN= 
FALCH to establish cover, tne KCB had meant to determine what 
busin-=ss se was to enter. He told MINTKENSAUCH to get out 
of the partnership as soon as possibie ard into 2 business 
of his own. While still continuing this activity (he 


eventually persuaded the KCB to accept his participation and 


to contsibute financial support) MINIKENBAUGH took out a 
Virginia real estate license in the spring of 19€1 and found 


“employment with an Arlington dealer. MINTKENBAUGH said that 


although his KCB officer seemed "pleas:d" that MINTKENBAUCH 
was working for this firm, it was indicated that eventually 
the KGB would like him to get a r2al estate office of his 
own, which the Soviets would finance. MIN!KENBAUGH took 

no steps to do so. 


MINIKENBAUGH was also given a number of other assign- 
ments during this period. One of these struck him as being 
probably related to "Irene's"' dispatch to the United States. 


Sone time in 1960 (MINTKENBAUCH is not sure of the date) he 


Presumably "Trene” was to become a. KGB Illegal. who would 
entex and live in the United States under a false identity. 


**Although MINTKENBAUGH is certain that the KTB knew of his 
homosexuality from the start of the operation, this is the 
only mention of it to him by the KGB personnel during his © 
entire agent career. 
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‘was sent to Vancouver, Canada, to secure the birth certifi- 
cate of a female Canadian citizen, about the same age as 
"Irere's this female had. «migrated to Finland with her famaly 
as 2 child. Because of her age and "Trene's” Saltic origin, 
_MINTKENBAUCH speculated that the assignment aight be related 
‘to his principal ore. In November 1960 WINTKENBAUGH was 
turned over to a new Soviet case ufficer who, probably sone 

‘time in 14961, gave him a list of assignments which required 

‘that MINTKENBAUGH travel to Oklahoma to locate a number of ; ae 

. missile sites. He was also to trace a petroleum pipeline ERE aera 
running from Texas to Pennsylvania, to pinpoint the location : 

‘of a U.S, Department of State high-frequency transmitter 

; near Warrenton, Virginia, and to determine the location of 

‘ underground facilities of either the State Department or 

’ OIA near Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. MINTKENBAUGH was success- 
ful in carrying cut some of these tasks and failed in others. 
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By early 1962, according to MINTKENBAUGH, he was in 
; considerable financial difficulty. The real estate firm 
' where he vas employed was going bankrupt; his remodeling 
business required sizeable additional expenditures, and 
money was also needed to support other real estate ventures 
in California. MINTKENBAUCGH again approached the KCB for 
funds, which were reluctantly given. The KGB case officer 
was "quite upset" on this occasion and told MINTKENBAUGH 
that the KCB could not continue to “pour money into the 
[ remodeling} operation." He again instructed MINTKENBAUGH 
_to finish up the business as svon as possible so that he 
‘covld “stop wasting time" and establish hie own cover firn. 


Depressed by his financial raverses, MINTKENBAUGIH now 
“began to feel increased pressures" because of his involves 
ment with the Soviets. He has since claimed that at this 
time ne wanted desperately to break off his relationship 
with the Soviets but did not know how to do it. He has 
stated his emotional condition "became so serious that he 
decidcd that he had batter leave town for a while before he 
had a nervous breakdown." During this period, MINIKENBAUGd 
claimed, he was furnishing no information of value to the 
KGB but was merely going through the motions of cooperation. 
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For these reasons, MINTKENBAUGH sold his share in the 
house-remodeling business to his partner in the spring of 
1962, resigned his position with the real estate firm, and 
-unbeknown to the KGB, flew to Florida for about a nonth.* 
He financed the trip with part of the money he had recently 
received from his KGB handler. Shortly before departure : : : Seis ? 
MINTKENBAUGH -wrote a letter to JOHNSON in France explaining |. © Wage © 4 
that he was sick, that he was in dire financial difficulty ae : 

: and needed more money, and that he was going away for a 
Ban 3 while, He told JOHNSON to pass the letter to the Soviets. ate 
_ MINTKENBAUGH later told the FBI that he had no intention at ae 
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*This was not the first time MINTKENBAUGH made such an 

unannounced trip. In 1958, on his own, he flew to Berlin to 

complain about his currert handler in Washington, whom he 

considered "creepy," and to request a change in case of- . 
~ | ficers. — a ; : 
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the time to remain permanently in Florida: Tne trip wes in ie 4 
reality an attempt to “run avay, to drop out of his espton- ap 
age activities." He hoped the KGB would lose interest is . ; 4 
his in his‘absence.. The letter to JOHNSON, MINTKENBAUGH 4 
said, was ta give ‘the Soviets a logical explanation for his 3 
absence.* x" aa 

Nevertheless, MINTKENBALC!! returned to Washington in _ ef 
time for his next scheduled meeting with his KCB case officer. < f Since eter ee 
He returned, .MINTKENBAUGH toid the FBI, “to face the music." ; : 
The KGB officer was reportedly furious that MINTXENBAUGH had j 


written to JOHNSON, a violation of the very specific instruc- 
tions MINTKENBAUGH had earlier received to destroy JOHNSON's 
address and hreak all contacts with him. Shortly after his 
return, SINTKENBAUGH found a job with arother Arlington 

real estate agency. From this point on to the end of the 
operation, his principal assignment wes to photograph rental 
applications submitted by persons he knew or believed to work : 
for CLA or otherwise to be of interest to the KGB, " 


The subject of the independent cover business and of 
“Yrene's™ arrival in the United States was not dropped, 
however, Soviet efforts reached a high point, WINTKENBAUCH 
estimated. in Avgust 1962 when ha was summoned to a special 
meeting and fotnd "Alex" (FEKLISOV), whom he nad last seen 
in Yoscow, waiting for him at the meet site. In what im. 
pressed MINTKENBALGH as a "pep talk," it was explained by 
‘Alex thax he had come ail the way from Moscow to see him.** 
MINTKENBAUGH, he stated, was worth a great deal of money to 
the Soviets, who wexe willing to give it to kim, but MINTKEN— 
BAUCE must take immediate steps to establish his own business. { 
FLKLISOV indicated that there had been no change in the plan 
to send "Irene" to Washington once this was done. Emphasizing 
this point, "Alex" said that the Soviets would assume respor- 
sibility ror all expenses involved in setting up such a 
business ard would cover any loses which mignt result. 
Noreover, he advised MINTKESBALGH to devise some sort of 
cover story to explain the large amounts of money the KGB 
was prepared to give him. Other aspects of MINTKENBAUGH's 
performance, including his failure to follcw up on various 
assignments in the Washington area, were also discussed. 
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*In fact, if MINTKENBAUCH had not written to JOHNSON, it is 
likely that his absence would have gone unnoticed by the KGB, 
for he had no dead drops to service or meetings scheduled in 
this period. There are other examples of this alleged ambi-— 
valence on MINTKENBALGH's part. He has told the FBI on 
several occasions that he was looking for a way to break cone ity ; 
tact with the KGB and once said the "during recert years he ; a 
had been intentionally careless from a security standpoint 
and did not care whether he would be apprehended in connection 
with his Soviet operation." On the other hand,’ JOHNSON has 
said that MINTKENBAUCH was depressed when the KGB finally did 
drop contact with him and that MINTKENBAUGH went to considere 
able lengths to reestablish it.. : 7 : 


**The August 1962 date is apparently incorrect, as is "Alex's" 
statement that he came to the 'nited States especially to see 
MINTKENBAUGH. Travel records indicate that FEKLISOV, who ; 
arrived in Washington in 1960, was out of the country. from 
18 July to 10 September 1962. 


RDS ada tht OL onine 


reac ALEN 


nts iatsdabtatesh taboge tsa eets 


TOP SECRET : ee 


podesieiante Pate ++ 


( 


14-0000 : wide . P bate oe & 


Mention continued to be made cf the KCB plan at meetings 
‘gubsequent to “Alex's” talk; WINTKENBAUGH had no doubts that, 
as he had been told in Moscow, his primary mission was to | 
establish himself in a cover business of his own. At one of 

. trese meetings MINTKENBAUCH was told that "Irene" had become 
i11, but that the KCR planned to sond someone «lse in her 
place as soon as MINTKENBAUGH could provide cover. The 
latest mention of the plan which NINTKENSAUGH could recall “ 
“gas at a meeting in the late summer of 1963. At that tine, 3 

_&is KGB case officer was distressed because 0 steps had ere rae: 
been taken and told him: "I have been here two years with 
you and this has rot happened." There is no indication in 
YINTKENBAUGH's confession that he ever toox any decisive aoe “a 
steps.to comply with KCB wishes in this regard. 4 
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These meetings in the late summer and/or early autumn of am 

1963 were apparently the last direct coutacts MINTKENBAUGH ‘ 
had with rhe KCB, At one of them, he recalled, his KGB 

handler reveiwed the verbal recognition signais to be used 

in the event that it became necessary for an unknown Soviet © , 
to contact him and said that he, the KGB officer, "might rit ; 
not be around in the future."* SINTKENBAUCH next unloaded d 
nis dead drop probably in Septembsr 1963, and he attempted 

to develop the film on which, according to established 
peocedures, schedules and sites for future meetings and dead 
drops were given. Only parts of the KGB instructions could 
-be made out, however. MINTKENBAUCH took the blame for this, . 
-teliing the FBI that ke had “botched up the film" by using 
faulty developer. He was able to determine only that his 
emergency meeting site had been changed and that his next 
aead drop was scheduled for loading on 23 November 1963, but 
ke did not know the location of either, MINTKENBAUCH'S 

means of contacting the KUB *herefore was broken. Although 
thereafter he appeared at various of his previous meeting 
sites in the Washington area and called the emergency tele- 
phoze number given him by his case officer, MINTKENBAUGH 

was unsuccessful in reestablishing contact. The KG3 took 

mo initiative to do so, insofar as MINIKENBAUGE knew. ** 
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JOUNSON's disappearance and an FBI interview concerning 
JOHNSON on 10 November 1964 caused MINTKENBALGH to prevail 
on bis roommate, o drive 
bim to CIA Headquarters. There, during the night of 10-11 
November, he confessed his espionage activities to a Cia 
representative, The next day, before the FBI had a chance 

- to talk to him, MINTKENBAUGH moved out of his apartment in 
-Arlington and disappeared. The FBI located him on 5 Deceme 
ber 1964 at his brother's mountain cabin in California. 


*HINTKENBAUGH's case officer at the time was S.D. ROMANOVTSEV, ee 
who did not leave the United States until December 1964, more ‘ 
than a year later. 


**According to JOHNSON, MINTKENBAUGH told him in the spring 
‘of 1904 that he was considering as a last resort travelling 
to Mexico under a false identity in order to recontact the 
Soviets there, There is no evidence that he attempted to do 
50. ee ne: x 
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Tearfully, MINTKENSAUGH claimed that he was "in the posi- 
tion of a man with a rope around his neck," that re deserved 
to be indicted and arrested for his past deeds, that he was 
“one of God's mistakes," that he had not found cut he was 
"queer" until he was 27 years old and this revelation had 
“almost killed him,” that revenge "got.into him" and he had 
to get even, and that it was all "God's fault." When 

finally in control of himself, he made a detailed confession. 


seed marmalade ob Ba 


| 
i 
a 


14-00000 
Sa ONC AC eC eC pc fee ENS SERA RE ED Rete 


457. ini salesman WS 


4 


(c) Hedwig JOHNSON’ s Statenents 


Mrs. JOHNSON's active participation 4n Soviet espionage 
was short in time and limited in scope, encompassing only the ; 
period from 1953 to 1954 when she acted as a courier for. ‘ 
JOHNSON in Berlin, She did, however, remain knowledgeaole : ‘ 


a of JOHNSON's, and to & lesser degree MINTKENBAUGH's, totellie j 
gence activities and was.later able to describe these to the , -Y 
: FBI. of or me ye dese vente . ~etehie 


Mrs. JGHNSON's account of her recruitment generally : 
agrees with that given by her husoand. She told tke FBI ; : 
how JOHNSON, embitteree over his failure to receive an rs - 
expected promotion, had sent her to East Germany to contact 
Soviet officials for the purposes of offering them his 
services, re. JOHNSON said that JOHNSON was primarily 
interested in revenging Himself agairst the U.S. Army and 
head forced her into accepting this mission by telling her ; 
that he would rot marry her otherwise. Her first attempts 3 
to ostablisin contact with the Soviets at Karlshorst- in early 
1953 were fruitiess, and it was not until about three months 
later that she succeeded in delivering JOHNSON's message. 

She was told to return to Karlshorst the same evening with 


her husband. 


At this first meeting, the JOHNSONs were questioned by 
a group of about seven Soviets concerning JOHNSON's desire 
to cooperate against the United States and his motivations 
for wishing to do 50. JOHNSON gave the Soviets ro classified 
information at this time and no decision wes made that night - 
about using him. The Soviets said they first wanted to - 2 
check on JOHNSON and his wife, At the close of ‘the neeting, i 
Mrs, JOHNSON was given false identity papers to facilitate H 
future crossings of the sector border. j 
] 


Shortly thereafter, Mrs. JOHNSON eccompanied her husband 
to a second meeting with the Suviets. Again, she said, 
JOHNSON passed no information to the KGB other than a copy 
of his leave papers. After the meeting, however, JCHNSON 
-apked her for a pair of shoes so the Soviets could alter 
the heels to form & conccalment device. “Tnis was done. 

On four of five occasions prior to JOHNSON's transfer to the 
United States in 1954, she crossed the border carrying film 
“negatives which JOHNSON had placed in the shoes. According 
to Mrs. JOHNSON, she never knew what was on the film and she 
‘ yeceived no money other than for expenses from the Soviets. 
JOHNSON married her, 88 promised, in April 1953, 


This apparently comprised her total espionage career, 
but JOHNSON was in the habit of discussing the details of 
his activities with her. In addition, she often accompanied 
JOHNSON to operational meetings after his return to France 
in 1959 and until her deteriorating mental condition made 
this inadvisable in November 1960. (She still went with By RE 
JOHNSON to the vicinity of the meetings and waited for him.)- j 
Her knowledge of. his activities thus was practically totel. : i 
JOHNSON, for example, gave her full details of the Orly Pene~-  3yn j 
tration, including descriptions of the methods used to achieve 3 
initial entry, how he selected documents for the Soviets, j 
and the procedures used to pass the documents to his case | 
officer and later return then to the vault. | , 
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Mrs. JOHNSON's knowledge of MINTKENBAUGH's espionage 
activities was less detailed. She had accompanied MINTKEN~ 
BAUGH when he was first introduced to the Soviets and was 


present at at least one later meeting; she was aware that he 
‘was involved in the photography of documents with JOH\SON , 
in Berlin; Mrs. JOHNSON knew that MINTKENBAUGH hed “gene to 
Russia and there received an assignnent from the Soviets.." 
--From MINTKENBAUGH's -letters to her and-JOHNSON while they-— 
‘were stationed in France, Nrea. JOHNSON learned of MINTKEN] 
-BAUGH's real estate ventures and got the impression that 
“"MINTKENBAUGH was using his real estate background to assigt 


Soviet agests in getting located [in the United States].' 


‘JOHNSON, she said, put a stop to the exchange of letters 


with MINTKENBALGH, telling her that MINTKENBAUGH had written 
things he should not have mentioned and that Mrs. JOHNSON © 
(who was about to énter a mental hospital for treatment) 
"might talk about Soviet agents entering the United States* 


and setting up business firms." . 
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(d) Mental Condition of Hecwig JOHNSON 


Sirs. JOHNSON’s nental instability first manifested itself . " 4 
in serious form is late 1960, while JOHNSON was assigned to the 2s ood 
ordinance agency of the Orleans Area Command in France. : 4 Oe 4 
At that time, JONSON said soe persisted in claiming that 
she was being followed by a black sedan, that there was a 
microphone in the refrigerator, that she had been acquainted 
with the recent American defectors Martin and Mitchell, ; 
— >— and that JOHNSON -vas having -an affair-with a local Freneh- --- —---- - can) 
girl who stayed with their children.* 


a tede abt iL aa. 


As a result, Mrs. JOHNSON was admitted to the Army 
Hospital at La Chapelle, France, in November 19860 and was 
Jater moved to another hospital at Landstunl, Germany. Ske y 
was under professional observation for about a month on this i 
occasion and returned home shortly tefore Christmas 1960. j 
Following her release from the hospital, Mrs. JOHNSON was ' 
unable to sleep, and as the local doctor would not ‘prescribe 4 
more than two sleeping pilis 2 week, JOHNSON took her to 24 
Vienna in January 1961, After she had been examined, JOHN- ; 
SON was told that she would have to remain in a private hospi-. i 
tal there for an indefinite period of time for medication, 
When JOHNSON later returned to Vienna, the hospital doctors od 
advised him to have Mrs. JOHNSON live for several years in 
Vienna .with her fanily or, as an alternative, in some other 
‘large city with a German-speaking population in order to 
provide an environment to which she nad been accustomed. 


She returned twice to Vienna for shock treatment and ¥ 

examinations while JOHNSON remained in France. When JOHN- 

SON travelled to Vienna to get Mrs. JOHNSON after the second 

of these visits in the fall of 1962, her doctor told him that 

sbe had referred to him (JOHNSON) as a "Russian general" : 

and had accused one of the nurses of being a Soviet spy. j 

(Earlier, in the presence of neighbors, JOHNSON was accused ; 

by his wife of being a spy.) JOHNSON learned from his 

father-in-law that Mos. JOHNSON had also told him that JOHN 

SON was a Russian general, Eventually Mrs. JOHNSON was i 

persuaded to commit herself to a U.S. Army hospital, and at : 

the end of April 1964 she was evacuated from France to Walter ; 

Reed Hospital in Washington. (JOHNSON and his chiidren 

returned to the United States several days later.) She was 
.. ‘released shortly afterward, but her erratic behavior, JOHN- 
. SON said, prompted his disappearance in October 1964. 


The FBI report of this debriefing of JOHNSON states 

that "as an overall analysis of his wife, he described her 

as over-sexed. During the past 10 years her sexual demands 
had tripled over what they had previously been and she never 
seemed to be sexually satisfied." MINTKENBAUGH’s statements 
tend to confirm this evaluation. He has described Mrs. JOHN- 
SON as being a nymphomaniac who indiscriminately indulged in 
any kind of sexual activity with persons of either sex. Fur- 
thermore, for two years she prostituted herself regularly with 
JOHNSON's knowledge while weekending in Las Vegas; he gambled — 
with the proceeds. ; : 
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Mrs. JOHNSON is now confined in a Virginia mental insti- 
tution. ee pM 


*JOHNSON has denied the latter charge. Nevertheless, JOHNSON 
on his own initiative did tell the French girl that he was @ 
Soviet spy, and he sounded her out concerning her willingness 
to work for the Soviets. . 
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(e) Soviet Concern About Mrs. JOHNSON’s Illness 


When it became apparent that his wife's treatment in 
Vienna nad been unsuccessful and that. he would have to 
leave Orleans to find a more suitable environment for her, 
JOHNSON discussed the matter. in detail with his KGB case 
officer. In the fall of 1962, after he made photographs 
of the vault door for URCHUMOV, ‘the Minox camera was re- 
turned to the Russians. This {according to JOHNSON] was done 
because of Soviet concern over Hedy"s. mental condition 
JOHNSON was instructed to retain no incriminating materials 
in his possession." After URZHUMOV learned of Mrs. JOHNSON's 
confinement in a U.S. military hospital, JOHNSON said he 
became "all shook up" about the possibility that she might 
talk. - URZHUMOV told JOHNSON to inform his wife that he was 
no lénger working for the Soviets, and JOHNSON must never 
again bring her to an. operational meeting. URZHUMOV also 
advised JOHNSON to cease all intelligence activity for a 
while, and all espionage paraphernalia was to be returned to 
the Soviets.* Reviseu and more elaborate emergency contact 
arrangements, providing for contact in Vienna and Washington 
as well as Paris, were agreed upon to replace earlier, un- 
successful procedures, and preparations were made for JOHN 
SON's eScape should he be compromised. He said on 6 Janu- 
ary 1965 that there was no particular pressure concerning 
the emergency contact and escape arrangements “except that 


-there was always the question and coucern that his wife 


might talk." 


Soviet fear that Mrs. JOHNSON might talk also was ree 
flected in the handling of MINTKENBAUGH in Washington. MINT= 
KENBAUGH explained to the FBI that "during the period when . 
Hedy was confined to an Army hospital in Europe | November 
and December 1960] his KCB case officer arranged with him 
to effect an ‘eye-to-eye’ meeting-at-Brentano's Bookstore 
in downtown Washington, D.C. MINTKENBAUGH was scheduled to 
visit the bookstore three times a wcek for a three-week 
period. The Soviet indicated that this procedure was to be 
adopted in order that it would be assured that Hedy had said 
nothing during her hospital confinement which would expose 
the operation. MINTKENBAUGH said that he presumed that the 
Soviets had effected arrangements in Europe to become aware 
in the event licdy would reveal any facts concerning her know~- 
ledge of Soviet Intelligence. In the event Hedy did talk 
and a dangerous situation resulted, the Soviets were to ada 


‘.° yise MINTKENBAUCH through a drop or by a meeting." 


tao. 


“ - : a, 


*In other tellings, JOHNSON has also said that the espionage | 
equipment, which included a Minox camera and tripod and a- 
flashlight with a “hollow-battery" concealment device, was 
returned to URZHUMOV at his (JOHNSON's) own suggestion. | 
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(vi) Damage by JOHNSON to U.S. Interests 


The following excerpts are from a preliminary damage 
- assessment* of JOHNSON's espionage activities since 1953 
which was submitted to the U.S. Intelligence. Board by its 
Security Committce on 11 January 1966: , os 


he 
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"The relatively low level of sensitivity of the. 
information which JOHNSON passed to the Soviets during Fae et i ear 
his assignments in Berlin, the U.S., and Orleans, 7 - 

France, coupled with the passage of tine since those ; : / a 4 

activitics, permit an initial assessment of relatively i 

minor damage. 


“The damage done by JOHNSON at Orly, however, is’ i ¢ 
of another order of magnitude. Extensive investigative .. : 
efforts by the affected members of the U.S. intelli- i 
Bence community [NSA, CIA, State Department, DIA, and 
the military services|...have succeeded in identifying 
both the type, and in some cases, the specific docu- 
ments, which were in’ the Orty vault at some time during 
the period November 1962 to May 1963. But_it hes not 
‘been possible to identify pretisely which documents 
were in the vault on the dates of the penetrations..., | 
The only viable assumption...is that all the documents 
‘to -which JOHNSON had physical access during the period 
of his vault penetrations, i.e., all the documents in 
the vault, were subjected to possible compromise by ; 
the Sovicts....The review, which is Continuing, in- ? { 

aor volves a considerable volume of documents which may 
total more than a thousand. 


"The full extent of damage will only be known 
when the current review of documents by all affected 
agencies is completed.** The damage assessments pre- 
pared by the military services, however, based on a 
review of their documents to date, indicate that as a 
result of access to documents in the Orly vault, the ne 
Soviets may have learned: : 


antes ee 


1. Details of the Single Integrated Opera- 
tional Plan (SIOP) including the attack plans of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staft, the identity of Soviet 
targets, the tactical plans of USAF elements in- 
cluding weapons systems and methods of delivery. 


*Compilation of the final damage assessment has been compli- = : 
cated by three factors. One was the difficulty involved in Ba cn Seta d 
‘|  -. ‘determining what specific documents may have passed through Pe oes en 
the Orly Courier Transfer Station during his assignment there. ; 

Second, since all documents remained wrapped while at the 

station, JOHNSON himself has been of little assistance in i 
identifying them, although he has said that he concentrated - . beige ek 
his selection on documents addressed to particular commands.  . . Baas 
Finally, Armed Forces courier service records for this period Sa 
have been. destroyed... a 


4 :  YOPSEGRET = | Fe 


2. U.S. Intelligence holdings on Soviet 
military capabilities, atomic energy production, 
weapons storage facilities, industrial complexes 
and order of battle. 


3. Daily U.S. Intelligence summaries in- 
cluding our comments and reports on military and 
political developments around the world. 
ea “— 4. Comprehensive comparisons of U.S. and 
Soviet SAM Systems, 


5. Indications of the scope and success of 
the U.S. national SIGINT effort. 


6. <A wealth of twaterial for use in crypto-~ 
analysis. 


"From these preliminary reports...it is evident 
that Sgt. JOHNSON's cooperation with Soviet Intelligence 
has resulted in most serious damage to U.S. national 
security." e 


The initial damage assessment does not cover the period 
from August 1963 until May 1964, when JOHNSON had access to 
all classified documents originatirg with the Seine Area 
‘Cormand and to documents from a number of other commands. 
JOHNSON has insisted that, during this period, he passed only 
one "Secret'"' decument to his Soviet handlers; ke has admitted, 
however, providing oral and some written reports concerning 
documents he read which were classified "Secret" and "Confi- 
dential" and which concerned emergency and evacuation plans 
of tie Seine Area Command, Having claimed no contact with 
the Soviets after he began his duty tour at the Pentagon, 
JOHNSON has thus indicated that he furnished no information 
to the KGB for that period, which began in June 1964 and 
ended in his disappearance in October 1964. 
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4. Unsuccessful Apprvaches to U.S, Citizens* ; 

{ 
a. The HAR¥STONE Case 
(i) Introduction ne : 
After providing the two promised leads** at his first ‘ 4 
meeting with CIA on 9 June 1962, NOSENKO then volunteered i a 
that the-KGB-in 1958 or-1959 had made an unsuccessful ree °° 2) , ee 
cruitment approach to Richard C, HARMSTONE, Secchd Secretary ~~ i eS: 
at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. Initially NOSENKO said that 4 


the KGB had photographs of HARMSTONE in homosexual as well | 
as heterosexual acts, but in 1964 he stated that although : 
the KGB knew HARMSTONE to be a@ homosexual, it had no phcto- ; ; 
graphs of him in such activities, The KGB, thanks to micro- 4 
phones in the Kmbassy, learned thet HARMSTONE did not tell : , 4 
U,S. authorities the full story of the approach, omitting ; : 
the fact that the approach was based partly cn his homo- 
sexuality. HARMSTONE's report of the approach was not, 
however, made in the Embassy. When HARMSTONE was, reassigned 
from Moscow, a summary of his KGB file was turned over to 
the KGB First Chief Directorate, and NOSENKO indicated that 
he was unaware of any developments in the case thereafter. 
Since the approach was made prior to his transfer to the 
U.S. Embassy Section of the American Department in January 
1960, NOSEMKO said he did not personally participate in the 
operation but was informed of it by V.M. KOVSHUK, Chief of 


the Section. The Gificers who did take part in the case 


could not be idenii?ted by NOSENKO. 
HARNSTONE, a bachelor, was posted to Moscow in Octo- i 


23 “May 1959 to report a series of events which had culminated 
the day before in his having been approached for recruitment 
by a self-admitted KCB officer (then known to HARMSTONE only 
as "Sergey" but: later identified as KOVSHUK). The approach 
was based, with accompanying photugraphs, on his alleged ; 

homosexuality, an ailegation which HARMSTONE denied in his : 
interview by the Embassy Security Officer. He refused to 

collaborate, HARMSTONE said, but he had agreed to meet. "Sergey" 

on 23 May. In keeping with his instructions from U.S, authori-~ 

ties, HARMSTONE lunched with "Sergey" that afternoon and 

thereafter avoided holding meetings with him. After his 


aelee trendy entree Beit 


reassignment from Moscow in October 1959, HARMSTONE admitted 


to the Departnent of State Security Office that he had a 
homosexual background and the phdtographs shown to him by are, 
KOVSHUK had been genuine, but he again claimed to have rejected 
the recruitment attempt. HARMSTONE subsequently resigned from 
the Department. 


Among the CHEREPANOV papers passed to the Noscow Embassy 
in November 1963*** was a document dated August 1958 on the 
KGB plans for operational activity against HARMSTONE, 


*NOSENKO kas described a total of five unsuccessful attempts 
by the U.S. Embassy Section, American Department. KGB Second 
Chief Directorate to recruit U.S. Embassy personnel stationed 
in Moscow. Two of these, the attempted recruitments of mili- 
tary code clerks KEYSERS and STORSBERG in which NOSENKO says i 4 
he participated personally, are discussed in Part V.E.3.c. I bat 
The remaining three are described here. | eee 3 
**These are the BELITSKIY and "ANDREY" leads, discussed in 

Parts VI.D.6. and VI.D.3.b., respectively. ; 

} 


weonoe further information. on the CHEREPANOV papers, see Part 
oY F.C f 
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HARMSTONE, a Second or Third Secretary at the American Em- 
bassy in Noscow. The KCB tried to recruit him, but he re- 
fused the approach. Previously the KGB nad used both female 
and male agents against him, and the KCB had photographs of ok 
the homosexual side as well as his activities with girls. ; i 
NOSENKO believed that HARMSTONE did not tell the whole story 
to the U.S. officials, reporting only that there nad been ‘ 
an approach to him based on compromise with women. The : 
report on the approacn had not been submitted in the Embassy. 

(XOSENKO did not say where he reported it, however.) At 

this meeting, having called the BE. I7SKIY case the first 

matter he would give to CIA and "“ANDREY" the second, NOSENKO 

characterized the HARMSTONE case thus: ."HARMSTONE. HARM- 

STONE. This is already the third item. 8e patient. That's 

‘enough for today. (Laughing.)" . 


464. step 
| 4 
Details on the HARVSTONE case from NOSENKO and other - 
sources are presented below, 4 
(11) Information from NOSENKO oe 
: On 9 June 1962, at his first meeting with CIA in Geneva, . 
NOSEXKO said -at the outset that he would sell two items of 4 
4 ’ gnformation in return for the money he needed, and that he 4 
— “~ "= Seuild telly CIA -no mores After—he had-finisned describing. fee oe, SS eS 
the "ANDREY" case, however, he volunteered a story about : 4 


In February 1964 at CIA request, NOSENKO reviewed the 
CHEREHANOV documents, one of which concerned a KGB plan for 
operations against Richard HARMSTONE, Part of the plan, 
according to the document, was to get HARMSTONE drunk and 
photograph him in intimate relations with a Soviet girl. 
NOSENKO said this was in fact the way tle KG3 did get the 
material on which it based the later approach to him: "They 
got him drunk, At the same time they had him photographed. : 
And after that they talked with him. They tried to recruit i 
him, but he evaded the proposition. He declined the recruit- 
ment. But he also said nothing; he did not report. For this. 
reason they consider that if he comes into their view again 
somewhere, even in a third country, then they will get to 
him and say: ‘How about recruitment? This happened on such 
and-such. You did not report it. Have you thought it over? 

You are hiding it for so long from your government, from the 
“State Department, that you had cortact with Soviet Intelli- 
gence. '" NOSENKO was asked how the KGB knew HARMSTONE had 

not reported the approach. He replied: “He was monitored, 

and we would have heard if anything about this matter was 
reported....Undoubtedly if he reported it, something would. 

have been heard from {the KGB microphone in] the Minister. . 
Counsellor's [office]....They would dictate a message on this...." 


a nd 


Asked who tried to recruit HARMSTONE, he said, "I do 
not know. That was prior to my coming into the department. 
This was in the year 1958 or 1959. I don't know who was the. 
case officer who spoke to HARMNSTONE." Asked if this officer % of 
was still in the American Department, he replied: "I don't : i 
think he ts. I don't thirk he is concerned with it anymore.”: ; 


Later reinterviewed concerning the HARMNSTONE case, — Sag 

’ NOSENKO repeated his assertion that ke could not identify 7 - 4 

the KCB officers who were persorally involved in the case, : Fi 

adding that he had learned of the case from KOVSHUK. He i 
also repeated his statements that the XGB knew HARMSTONE wo 
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had not given the Embassy a full account of tae recruitaent 
approach; this was known from the microphones in the Embassy, 
from the telephores, and from the fact that HARMSTONE did 
not leave the Soviet Union immediately. (He thought that 
HARMSTONE had left the Soviet Union rot long after the ap- 
proach was made, toward the end of Lis tour, and it Was not 
an early departure.) The KCB also knew HARMSTONE to be a 
homosexual, but did not nave any pictures of him in this kind 
__ of activity;. the KGB did nave, however, a series of nude PM ee Te A 
pictures of him with a female agent, and NOSENKO believed : 
these photographs had. been shown to HARMSTONE in the course 
of the recruitment attempt. NOSENKO thought that the KGB 
may have had more information on HNARMSTONE. than he, NOSENKO, 
was aware of and could tell CIA--otherwise, he said, the KGB 
would not have made the appreach, After HARMSTONE left ; ¢ 
Mosccor, NOSENKO edded, a summary of his file was given to 3 
the First Chier Directorate, but he never heard whether they i 
had made an attempt to contact him thereafter. 
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(14ii) Informaticn from Other Sources 


HARNMSTONE, one of the economic attaches at the Embassy, 
shared an office with William TURPI*’, also an econoaic 
attache, until TURPIN was replaced in August 1258 by George 

_WINTERS,* WINTERS and HARMSTONE worked together until HARM. 
“ STONE finished his tour in October 1959. 


The KCB plans for operational activity against HARMSTONE 
outlined in the CHEREPANOY document dated August 1958 tally 
closely with information reported in Foreign Service dis- 
patches by TURPIN, HARMSTONE, and Janes RAMSEY, and sub- 
sequently confirmed by HARMSIONE in interviews conducted by 
the FBI. The descriptive details in the CHYEREPANOV document 
about the agents to be used against HARMSTONE are quite 4 
specific and, when matched against the Foreign Service cise : 
patches, make it possible to identity them even though the i 
document uses only cryptonyms when reterring to them. For ; 
example, the plan states: "Through the agent "NIKONOV,' who 
works in the Institute of Economics of the Academy of Sciences 
USSR, continue to rerder to HARMNSTONE small favors on a re. 
ciprocal basis (cooperation in arrarging visits with economiets, 
visits to the institute, etc.) trying, on his part, to optain 
from HARMSTONE materials on the economics of South America 
(the specialty of 'NIKONOV')." TURPIN, HARMSTONE himself, 
and WINTERS each reported having many contacts with Yu.V. BELOV, 
who was the American Embassy's liaison contact with Soviet 
economists, particularly in the Institute of Economics of 
the Academy of Sciences. BELOV was fluent in Spanish, and | 
was concerned with economic problems of South America. 
Similarly, most of the other agents have been identified with 
individuals on whom there was detailed information available 
from overt contacts in Moscow. . 


=~ 
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HARNSTONE came to the security office in the Embassy 
on the morning of 23 May 1959 and stated that he was in 
serious difficulty and wanted to discuss the matter. He told 
of having been drugged while dining at the home of BELOV in 
April 1959; also present was a “cousin” of BELOV's who was 
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an actor. A few weeks later, HARMSTONE seid, he and WINTERS 4 
were invited to the BELOVs for the afternoon. but WINTERS . Fee j 
was busy so HARMSTONE had to go alone. He named the various eS “4 
other Soviets who were part of the day's outing, among ‘then Bie! _ 
a couple named "SOKOLOV" (identifiable in the CHEREPANOV- 4 
paper as the casa officer 4.4. MIKHAILOV and the agent: = _ } 
"KRUCHININA’). At a visit to a dacha after lunch, a friend 

named "Sergey" was present and made HARMSTONE's acquaintance. 


-+——and mentioned-that "Sergey"! -wouid probably-join them,—as—he: - ne ee erect 


A few days later "SOKOLOV" invited HARESTONE to have lunch, ; 4 
? 


did. After lunch .the three went out to visit "Sergey's" 
decha, where "SOKOLOV" soon disappeared to-take a nap. — 
"Sergey" then identified himself to HARMSTONE cs a worker 

of tne KGB who had been investigetiug the case of a “notorious 
homosexual,” naming BELOV's “cousin.” 


"Sergey" 
then made recruitment overtures, which HARMSTONE rejected, 
but he did agree to lunch with "Sergey" the following day. 
Also, "Sergey" offered to assist HARMSTONE in his career, 
and gave him his office number, to be called from outside 
the Embasey lest HARYSTONE should be overheard making the- 


call... | 


Following the initial interview with the Security Of- 
ficer, the latter reported the situation to the Minister 
Counsellor, Richard DAVIS, who concurred in the Security ; 
Officer's belief in HARMSTONE's innocence of the homosexual 
allezation. The two agreed that HARNSTONE might keep the 
scheduled appointment to have lunch with "Sergey" that same 
arternoon. : 


"Sergey" did most of the talking that afternoon, ac~ $ 


. eording to HARMSTONE, commenting on a number of the Embassy i 


personnel and various prominent Soviet personalities. i 
"Sergey" planned for HARMSTONE to lunch with him the fol- 
lowing week, but, followirg tnstructions of the Security " 
Officer and Minister Counsellor, HARMSTONE thereafter fended j 
off "Sergey" by telling him it was pointless for HARMSTONE 5 
to see him, that the KGB knew the situation to be "completely 

phoney," and that the KGB should stop harassing him; he 


> wanted no assistance, no further luncheons, no other appointe : =. 3 
-' ments with KGB personnel, HARMSTONE successfully avoided ; 


contacts with "Sergey" thereafter, until the latter broke in. 
on a dinner HARMSTONE was having in a restaurant with a 


- casual Soviet contact (a student) in August 1959. HARMSTONE 


said he repeated his refusal to see "Sergey" and the latter 
departed. ; 


In August or September of 1959 HARMSTONE passed a note 
to the Security Officer in the Embassy in which he reported 
that he was certain that his KGB friend "Sergey" was identical 
with George WINTERS* contact in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 


V.M. "KOMAROV,* He explained how he had come to this discovery: se 


*KOMAROV is the alias used by KOVSHUK on his ten-month visit is i 
to the United States in 1957-1958 #nd later in Moscow with cE : j 
his American contacts, until 1963 when he began to use his — d ; 
true name, . . 
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“George WINTERS’ contact in Foreign Ministry V,M, KOMAROV 
called the other day, asking for George. His voice sounded 

go such like that of ‘Sergey’ that I asked George if 1 could 
see a photograph of KOMAROV on his 1957 visa application. 

If KOMAROV is not ‘Sergey,' he could easily be latter's 

twin brother, The only difference is that when I have seen 

"S" he was always wearing glasses, In the picture he is not 
wearing glasses, George has never seen him wearing glasses..." 
-HARUSTONE's_note_then_went_on_-to_mention_other_points_whick 
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vaebid chads. 


Support the identification. 
In October 1959 HARMSTONE completed his Moscow tour and 


returned to Washington. | 


[but .reiterated his rejection or = 


ment. He subsequently resigned.‘froa the:,Department. 
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b, Sdward Ellie SMITH a 
(4) Informetion from NOSENKO 2 7 ae | 
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.In 1962 NOSENKO told ea-detsiled story of a KGB attempt 
to recruit the Security Officer at the U.S. Embassy in .1954. 
or 1955, a man named SMITH, His KGB cryptonym was "RYZHYY" ee a 
(xe dhoad) because he had red hair. . 


NOSENKO reported that SMITH was having en uffair with -- , nS oe 
his Russian maid; but the KGB could not manage to get photoe . : 4 
Graphs of them in compromising situations beosyse their 
‘latimate relations took piace in his apartment in the Embagay. 
‘The maid was therefore given a2 camera to taxe photographs 

of herself within the apartment, in various sexual positions; 
the KGB superimposed photograpns of SuITH ia a photomontage 
and used these to make 'a recruitmect approach to him, The 
KGB mailed him a letter instructing him. to come to a personal 
meeting, enclosing copies of the photcgraphs with the letter, 
‘He came to the meeting and Second Chief Directorate Chief — 
°O,M, GRIBANOV hinself made tho recruitment tpproach.. SMITH 
‘wavered, saying neither yes nor no, but eg.ced to come back 
“to another meeting. He did not appear for the second meeting, 
however, and NOSENKO claimed that at this time he personally 
was sent after the Russian maid to find out why SMITH hed 

not come, She reported that he covld not make up his nind 
what to do, that he had been up all night, first deciding 
that he would cooperate, then deciding that he would not, 

The KGB then sent hia several more letters threatening to exe 
pose hin, Finally, after three days, SMITH broke down and 
told the Ambassador of the situation, He was immediately 
sent home, and that ended the operation, 


q 
In 1964 NOSENKO denied that he had had eny personal i 
role in the case, explaining that as a junior officer in the ! 
U.S. Enbassy Section at the time, working on correspondants, * : 
he would not have taken part in so important en operation, j 
He said that he had heard about the operation from V,M, j 
KOVSHUK, whose case it was at the time. (On a later occasion 
NOSENKO claimed that in a legal sense he had a personal role j 
in the case; he was assigned to a phone-watch to receive sure d : 
veillance reports on tie operation.) Otherwise, the accounts 
by NOSENKO of the SMITH overation have been consistent with 
the story he related in 1962, 


' (14). Information from GOLITSYN . <1 


a _ ne 

In February 1962 GOLITSYN reported thet in 1947 ne had | 

read a two-volume study on KGB operations against American : : 
Intelligence in the USSR, prepared by 8,M. FEDOSEYEY, which ate he. 8 : 4 
gave examples of successful work against the U.S, Embassy in . ; 


eT NY ENT 


*8ee Part V.C, for NOSENKO's dating of his responsibilities 
in the U.S, Zmbassy Section from 1953-1955; he claimed to 4 
have been working on correspondents until -Jure 1954, when. - . 4 
he took over the Army Attaches. He stated that he left for. : 3 

_ the Tourist Department in June 1955. Edward Ellis SMITH ar~ 
rived in Moscow on 20 July 1954. The first letter was dated 
1 June 1936 and received on 2 June 1956 by SMITH, , 
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Moscow, One case , concerned an American, probably single, 
who was either the Security Officer or the counterintellie 


. gence representative in the Embassy, He hed a dog, and lived 


in an apartment in the city or a country house outside Yvoscow, “= 


His Russian meid or cleaning women was his mistress. The KGB 
thought ne would not be recruitable by ordinary blackmail on 


the basis of his intimate relations with his maid, so the maid, . 


a KGB agent, was instructed to cozfess to him-that she had 
been recriitéd by the KGB against her will end would be are —~ 
rested if ahe did not fultill her KGB tasks, He agreed to 
help her, and GOLITSYN believed that he did not report this 
to his Washington headquarters. He also recalled that the 
American first supplied only disinformation to the KGS, but) 
when the KGB complained, he provided a mixture of truth and ; 
disintormation, GOLITSYN. said this case study was based on \\ 
a true incident which took place between 1953 and 1957, but i 
\ 


he was not sure if’ the operation really did result in a suce | | 
cessful recruitment as was alleged in the study. 


' (441) Information from SMITH 


Edward Ellis SMITH (a redhead), who 

was the Security Officer at the Embassy in Moscow, reported 

to the U.S. Ambassador on 5 June 1256 that he had received 
four letters from the KGB, the first on 2 June 1956, The 
first letter enclosed incriminating photographs of himself 
and his Russian maid and requested him to come to a personal 
meeting with KGB representatives outside the Embassy. He 

did not do so. SMITH received three more letters, threeteniag 
him with exposure to the Ambassadur. He admitted he had been 
intimate with his Russian maid. 


H was recalled from Moscow on 8 June 1936, and he 
left employment a year later. When interviewed in March 
1862 on the basis of the GOLITSYN information, SMITH admitted 
that he had maintained his affair witn the Russian maid 
during most’ of the time of his Moscow assignment, 20 July 
1954 to 8 June 1956, and confirmed that he had in fact passed 
unclassified information through her to the KGB for many 
months, He claimed never to have provided information of 
a classified nature, although he did pass the contents of 
cables in the category of Official Use Only. In addition, 
SMITH said he disclosed information which “he knew would 


. reach the KGB" (presumably through sources other than the 


maid). He also said that he never passed information that was 


: not true, i.é., disinformation, 
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‘(c) The BINDER Case 
(i) Information from NOSENKO a , f 


teat be ARGS Seale aie Bet 
“& 


While reviewing notes he had -brovght te a meeting in 
Geneva on 26 January 1964, NOSENKO first: mentioned the ; ; ne: 
unsuccessful attempt to recruit Peter BINDER. NCSENKO said ~ ares 
that BINDER, the “tep Sergeant ‘in charge of America House," 
ae —_—_—-_had been. having sexual_relations-with-.2--Soviet-ferzale in—-kis-——. cor = 
: room at the America House for some time and had been obtaining 
articles such as dresses and coats for her from the United 
States. Because BINDER's activities were confined to America 
‘House, the KGB-was unable to photograph his indiscretions 
and thus had little means to exert pressure on him. The 
recruitment approach consequently failed. 
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' 
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In later intervieyvs by CIA and the FBI, NOSENKO idestia 
fied the woman involved'as Galya MORELLI, a KGB agent ene 
ployed at America liouse as a dishwasher. NOSENKO said that 
Vladirir DEMKIN of the U.S, Embassy Section was the case of- 
ficer working against BINDER, and that S,M. FEDOSEYEV, Chief 
of the American Department, took part in the approach. This 
wag in 1962, NOGENKO said, after he had transferred to the 
‘Tcurist Gepartment, and for this reason he could provide 
no further details on the case. 


(44) Information from BINDER 


Master Sergeant Peter BINDER arrived in Moscow, where 

he was assigned as manager of Amcrica House, on 16 March 1961.* 
He was approached by the KGB on 15 January 1963 and reported ~ 
the KGB sitempt to U.S, Embassy officials the same day. On 

22 January 1963 BINDER was withdrawn from Moscow before the 
completion of his tour. At the airport as he was leaving, 

the Soviets attempted to prevent his departure by saying 

that he had never been properly accredited to the USSR, 

The plane was delayed for abcut 15 minutes while a heated 1 
exchange took place between Soviet officials and the American i 
officers accompanying BINDER. He then was allowed to leave. 4 
The following description of the Soviet recruitment attempt ! 

is drawn from debriefings of BINDER by the U,S, Embassy Se- : 

curity Officer in Moscow on the day of the incident anc from 

debriefings by the FBI and Department of the Army after his 
_return to the United States. . 


In about December 1961, according. to BINDER, he first 
-became intimate with MORELLI, a dishwasher at America House 
_ whom he has described as being a pretty, intelligent, well- 
‘manicured girl of about 26. Their relationship continued ; : ’ 
until June or July 1962, at which time MORELLI “disappeared” oS ae ee 
from her job without notice while BINDER was on leave. During sy 


*It was BINDER who summoned the Embassy Security Officer, 
Hugh MONTGOMERY, to America House in the summer of 1962 when 


of the U.S. military code clerk Matthew ZUJUS,. After. 

telling MONTGOMERY that she was going to her hotel to get her 

passport, which would prove her nationality, “LILLIAN” disap- 

peared and was not seen.again.at America House. NOSENKO re- | 

ported this incident, but associated it with the development ; ; : 

of another military code clerk (see Part V.E.3.c.). , , | 
i 
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their affair, BINDER occasionally gave MORELLI gifts of 
money and clothing but restricted his meezizes with her to 
his room in the dormitory. In about February or March 1962 
. MORELLI came to BINDER and said that she thought she. was 
pregnant; she nade no denands of BINDER, hovever,. and said 
nothing about getting an abortion.:, Although at his first 
interview in Moscow BINUER said that MORELLI at no time in-. 
dicated that she vas required to obtain. information for the 
_Soviets,—he. told the FBI -in.late_February_1963 that on one 


occasion in his rcom at America House NORELLI admitted: to. hin 
that she was sent to América House by the Soviets and that 
all employees there were required to meet in two groups once 
a month with thetr contacts [KGB officers] to discuss the 
America House personnel. 


On the morning of 15 January 1963, the day of the ap~ 
proach, BINDER left: America House on foot to gst a haircut 
at a Sovict barbershop, some 300 yards away. While he was 
enroute, a car pulled up beside him, three “goons” strong- 
armed him into the back-seat, and he was driven to a nearby 
Militia station. After some perfunctory questioning, one — 
of the Militiamen made several phone calls, and an interroe 
gator arrived a few minutes later. 


The’ interrogator had a letter which he said had been 
mailed by MORELLI to the U.S, Embassy and had been inter- 
cepted by the KGB. The letter contained numerous allegations 
against BINDER, which the interrogator preceeded to list. 
Among them, BINDER was able to recall tne following: 


-~On 25 November 1961 there was a party at America 
Fouse for Soviet employees, avter which BINDER and 
MORELLI went to BINDER's room. Subsequently BINDER 
and MORELLI lived tcgether as man and wife. 

-At another rarty, in December 1961, BINDER 
ointed out five eculisted men living in America House 
Ptne letter named them} telling MORELLI that they were 

informants for John ¥. ABIDIAN. the Embassy Security 
,Officer,.* He told MORELLI that the girls working in 
America House should be particularly careful of Charles 
GIDARO, as he was sBIDIAN's right~hand nan. 


-In February 2962, MORELLI told BINDER that she was 
pregnant, and BINDER instructed her to get an abortion. 


~At the George Washington's Birthday Party. in 1962 
BINDER pointed out ABIDIAN to NORELLI and Svetlana 
IVANOVA, another emplcyee of America House, and told then 
to be careful of hin as he was the Enbassy Security Offie 
cer. 


~At some point BINDER gave a sewing machine to &@ 

_ Soviet citizen to sell forhim. At another time BINDIR 
crdered from the United States‘a coat for the America 
House exployee Luba TISHKINO, but then told her that it. 
had been lost in the mail, The. coat was not really lost, 
however; BINDER gave it to one of the old cooks at Ameri- 
cea House because she paid him money for it. 


¥See Part v; Ed.d. Sencereing NOSENKO 's responsibilities for 
the KGB coverage of ABIDIAN. NOSENKO has not reported that 
the KGR was aware of these enlisted men serving as informants 
for ABIDI AN, 
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eAfter asking whether BINDZR was acquainted with 
Mr. LOHRER of the West Cerman Exbassy, the. interrogator 
asked if BINDER had given LOHRSR goods to sell on the 
Soviet market. : 


-Jn April 1962, BINDER told MORELLI that Hugh 
MONTGOMERY had arrived at the U.S, Embessy as Security 
Officer, that WONTCOMZRY was a good friend of his, and 
that he had told MONTGOMERY about his affair with ; 


sie We on 


| -- . -MORELLI--but-MONTCOMERY had told him not to worry about 


it. 


=-BINDER told MORELLI and Svetlana IVANOVA that 
Richard C, JACOB,* a U.S, Embassy employee, was a "well- 
trained spy" and that MORELLI and IVANOVA should there- 
fore be carsful of hix. 


‘ In ¢cescribing his convergation at the Militia station, 
BINDER said tiat, after the interrogator had asked'a number 
of queetions, he, BINDER, complaired that the Soviet was 
-talking *oo fast. An interpreter was thereupon called in 

and renained until BINDER «as questiored concerning JACOB, 

At this point. the interpreter left and tha interrogator 
continued to question BINDER on persoral matters. Except 

for the relatively short tims the interpreter was there, 

all questioning was in Russian, which BINDER generally undere 
stood. After discussing BINDER's fanily, the tnterrogator 
asked BINDER what ought to be done about the letter and the 
charges it contained. He suggested that if the letter vere 
gent on to the American Ambassador, to whom it was addressed, 
U.S. officials would not belicve BINDER's denials of the 
charges. his career in the Army would be ruined, and BINDER 


Would i:0 longer be able to support his two daughters, According 


to BINDER, his reply was that there was nothing he could do 
if the Soviets decided to forward the letter, and "that would 
be that."" The interrogator then left the room. 


When he returned about i5 minutes later he spoke to 
BINDER in a friendly manner, commenting that BINDER had been 
in Moscow for almost two years and that it was obviously 
important for him to finish his tour there and remain in the 
Army. BINDER agreed with this. The interrogator then caid 
that BINDER's actions whiie in the Soviet Union had been quite 


‘proper, that he had alwars been very fair to the Soviet girls 


who worked for him, and that he, the interrogator, had decided 
to help him, The Sovist continued that he was going to forget 
about the letter and ail the charges contained in it and that 
the letter would not be forwarded, He also pointed out that 
as the ietter was not going anywhere, <here was no need for 


BINDER to mention the incident of his arrest to anyone. BIN. 
- DER was then driven back to the barber shop. 


BINDER summed up the entire ircident, which lasted a 


‘little over two hours, by saying that the approach. was very - 
low-key and that at no time was he specifically asked to aup- 
‘ply information to the Soviets, although this was implicit in the 


remarks of his interviewers. 


_ *Bee Part VI.D.7.b. regarding the detention of JACOB in connec- 


tion with the PENKOVSKIY case. 
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During questioning by U.S. authorities aftervards, il 
BINDER srid that he had denied ‘he truth of the allegations, Pas “i 
point-by-point, and that, apart from the charge that he was ie 23 
intimate with MORELLI, none of them, in fact, were true. i 3 
Specifically, BINDER told Army questioners in June 1963 that | an a 
he had laugked at his interrogator when the latter attributed i 1 
to him the arove statements concerning MONTGOMERY and JACOB : 
BINDER denied to his U.S, Arzy inter- l 4 
viewers (as he said he had to the Soviets) that he knew } 3 
a ~~ ~———YONTCOMERY personally, that -he kad told MONTGOMERY. of hia-— See Ses ee ae! aoe 
affair with ¥ORELLI, and that. be had told MORELLI he had i a4 
done so. He said that he told the Soviet interrogator i a 
that it was "ridiculous to believe that Richard JACOB was Poe seep oe ot ¢ 
a spy."' In fact, BINDER said, he had no knowledge of JACOB's ; 
duties in Moscow and had only slight personal contact with 
hin. 
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5. Operations Involving Other Westerners 


a. Tabulation 
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(i) Introduction 


; ‘MOSENKO has provided identifying information on 90 4GB agents, : 
probable agente, and operational contacts of Western (Eut non- : 

American) Citizenship and he nas described an additionai 12 de- . pets ee - 
i 


dec dade 


a 
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velopment and investigation operations against such third-country 
nationals. A& indicated in the following tabulation, 55 of 
NOSENKO's recruitment leads and five of the 12 investigative 
and developmental leads were contained in the notes which he 
brought tathe meetings with CIA in Geneva in 1964 and which en- 
abled him to provide specific information on these individuals, 
for example, their dates of birth anc precise. dates of recruit- j 
ment. At the same time, however, NOSENKO generally furnished \ 
comparatively fewer details concerning the KGB operations against \ 
other Westerners than he did in his leads to American cases; : 
often his information did not exceed that written in the notes. : : 
He has disclaimed personal participation in all but four of his 
cruitment leads and two of his investigation/cevelopment cases. 
/ For the most part NOSENKO's foreign leads are based upon informa- 
tion which he said ne learned casually and noted for passage to 
JA during the time he was Deputy Chief of the Tourist Depart- ot 
ment in 1962 and 1963. (With certain exceptions, NOSENKO nas 
, been questioned less about his other Western leads than about his 
American cases, particularly with regard to sourcing.) 
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’ Agent Leads 
LEADS 


Afghanistan 


ea ee ca : 
phd aks: “a oscoWw, LS a soOng-time 
agent ROSENKO did] not know the 
7% date of recruitment, the basis of 
poe nox what type of informa- 
bia dead to the KGB. 
DAVIDVAN was the’ cas. 


: Shade | ar Born in Odessa 
how “an - Argentine citizen; was con- 
ted in Odessa by the Chief of the 
ofd Department of the Odessa KGB, 

a) VARYUS*; he was met: again in 


f 
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.@ second departments of local KGB units are provineial counterparts of the Second Chief Directorate in, 
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SOURCING AND DATE OF REPORT INVESTIGATION RESULTS ‘ 


PRPS 
Source not named. (1962 and = Sea 
1565) oa Mos ? 


aires CIA NeUspICIONA that he is - 
a KGB agent stemmed from his Jong i 
; tour in Moscow, his pro-foviet atti- x 
7 : tudes, and his ability to ures % 
large-scale blackmarket activitie 


s; 


in Moscow with impunity. —— ee . 


Lr 
was in official liaison with Soviet 3 . 
representatives in Kabul prior to fom : 
his assiqnment to Moscow; his rela- & ‘ 
: tions with these Soviets were re- 7) 4 
: portedly cordial. & acy apparently Be 
gave his full pers support to > ent 2 


Prime Minister DAUD's program of ex- a 
panding Afghan military and other es: 
ties to the Soviet Union. Contrary 

opinions have been receiven which “ ee 
describe him as pro-West or at least vy ‘' 
aeie | nationalistic. NOSENES ‘ : 


{ 
d 
\ 
Source not named, but Tourist iy pact al ; 
Department involvement. (1964 inucetignticn:: $0 iar has disclosed ; . : 
notes) no contacts with Soviet Officials .;:.° ae 
in Argentina. ‘ 
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ow by an officer of| the Tourist 
wtment, Second Chief Directorate, 
was recruited. Currently a business- 
iin Buenos Aires and} has relatives in 
fa; this case has becn turned over . ; 


he First Chief Directorate. 


F 2, fnu: GS Argentine 


= cy 

Fecruited in Moscow] in 196] cr 1962 dick’ Wp loyee of.the 

agmosexual grounds, | Recruited by Argentine Embassy in Moscow, con- gt 
© 


Source not named, (1964) 


. IMALYUGIN of the Fifth Section, fessed to his superiors on 5 Decem~ 
rican Department, Second Chief Direc- ber 1961 that he had been recruited . 
ate, in Moscow in 1962.* by the KGB cn homosexual grounds. ; i 
x The case officer who acted as in- - : 
terpreter in Sad recruitment ho 
was V.L. ARTEMYEV, whom NOSENKO — a 
has identified az one of the case Gs 
officers under his supervision in bose 5 
1960-61. re 


wtp ee eee 2 | An Australian who source not named. (1964 notes) 
myo the USSR as a tourist in 1960 
was Cuntacted at Eve request of 
#'rst Chief Directorate; she- = B 
agd ta cooperate ae is an opera-~ fF 3 
nal contact, . not an jagent. . 


‘Austria 

eee (fnu): RENE Ns NOSENFG first learned about & Me Canteen Date aa ae were te S Pieetst 

ee aI in Moscow was soasioiy SFR when he was working in the ert aaauaa oes ag : 
ryuited after an extensive culti- Anerican Department in 1960 and rom 1957 to cide : 7 

0461 BY GRIBANOV in the period 1961, but he couid not pinpoint Ara Mee ee ; 
0 the date more precisely. Source 


was Nikolay IGNATOV, who visited 
the Department on the orders of 
ma GKiBANOV, Chief of the Sec- 
nd Chief Directorate, to obtain 
ne 7 a ~requirquenta. (1964) 


ret to NOSENKO, the Fifth Section of the American Department is concerned with Latin American Eabassies” 
Moscow. - 


An Fast-West tracer 
and a KGB agent; 


there | on TDY. 


Be | 
ME UNKNOWN: The code clerk at the 
Sgr rian Pmbassy in Moscow in 1960 
eta KR agent. 


‘Belgium 
ee lt err 


Cruited Oh 29 July Tye7 ty Lt. col. 
ERSFEYEV and Capt. ROMANOVICH of the 
xth Section (Auto Tourists) of the 
ugist Depaeenent rhe is a tour 


A Belgian, was re- 


akued on ee ‘July 1962 by the Taurist 


partinent ; he suid a bus driver for 


‘ota NO 


nt eS One Sagan eee ne ce 


477. 


NOSENKO brought to CIA in 
Ceneva a copy. Of the offi 


Tourist ed of GREE through 
(1964) 


O.S. BUBNOV of the Third Depart- 


ment, Second Chief Directorate, 


agent. (1962) 


Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 
notes) 


Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 
notes) 


SENKO in 1960 about this 


eco 


“agythe subject of several de- 
nunciations as a Soviet agent, is 
Communist sympathizer; he offered 
his services to CIA in March 1961 
but was terminated in 1962 on the 
basis of an unsatisfactory poly- 
graph examination, lack of produc- 
tion,-and gencral]. suspicions 
concerning his probable KGu agent 
status. 


g ish! a code clerk in 
Moscow dur ing the late 1950's, he- 
came involved with a young Russian 
girl and was questioned about this 
by his superiors, who suspected KGB 
sponsorship; he was removed from 
cryptographic work in 1961 and 
placed in a non-sensitive job. 
Ai ter. reviewing CIA information on 
t~ NOSENKO confirmed that 
this wae the’ name of the agent on 
whom he had reported. 


& 
also known as 
visited the Czech 
Ussels on at least 
(See entry on van de 


Embassy in” 
ecasion, 


Se Se mp ek ner at aE RENNES NS AOE EY SCNT OT IGOR IIS EUR? HTN 8 4 80 tale meee 


SreBOT PRINTER 


PEt peeve saat oe 


1 


salar ia ed eae sorta cee pares tot teh ay ae se 


agency. 


r of unknown 


UNKNOWN : An of 


ignality, who is eS aiioged at a NATO 


Ldllution in Relgius, is an ux- 
idly valuable KGR age ent; the agent 
e@ invoived in cipher ae as he 


gupplied larqe quantities of infor- 


tén which jas assisted the KOR in 


Q ng enciphered NATO communications. 


egets from the Special Technical 
efon of the Second eet Director- 
travelled TLY to Brussels to assis 


hy 


the operation during 1962. 


t Recruited on 
Touris as EER 


“interpreter for 
™, this case will proba 
red to KGS Archives. 


as an 


ay Saat ee epeemerce Fetes apie Sapee gine so RS 


® 
478. 


Source not named. (1964 
notes) 


NOSENKO learned of this a 
L.A. LLPCDEV, Second Chie 
Directorate technician, ore 
assisted in an entry into tne 
installation. (1964) 


Source not neumed, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 


notes) 


Source not named. (1964 notes) 


see Seer renee 


an 


Sit ie ati 
he had - been recruited by Soviet In- 


telligence. He paadige that 


pans employees of the agit 
agency were also "Soviet 
(Sea also comments for 


LEBEDEV's travel to Belgium 


indicates 
this operation took place. i 
or October 1962. 


_ ha ane: wetted ce ore gems ores 
opr ommereate peg ee eene s « vey etn qa tte eee x E 


479, 
Brazil 


, Sa ey: A Russian emigre 
OW Saea ne in bracill, where he owns a 
oprist firm; recruited by the Tourist 
apactmont in 1963. 


Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 
notes) 


meee: 6 6A Composer and con- 
ete ne tS? teal 

u¢tor; was recruited in Moscow in 
ugust 15957, 


Source not named. (1964 notes) 


Rates, eC tie A naturaliznd 
agocian Ciliien of Latvian erig:in: 

g reeruited, ot the craquest of the 
3 First Chic Directorate, by the ‘ 
ajtic AGO while visiting the Baltic 
De@niries in about O¢gtober 1963 


Source not named. (1864 notes) 


: : : A former citizen oF NOSESEO learned of this case 
eeminy “as brought to the Soviet. fren GUK in 1963. (1964) 
spor fe for Ltliegals training in 1963 
Was in contact with Wu.r. GUK. 

pevson ie active in Canada, where 
s 51 fic eee rouand in contact 

i€h the KGB Leqal Residency. Much 
Ggntifying dota known by NOSENKO 


AME OUNYNCUN: Canadian Enbassy code 
Lark, 


nee was recruited in Moscow 
195 he later went to Warsaw 


oohe was contacted by a KGB sffi-~ 
(ON TOY, 


Source not named. 


eater pe eet 


> 
TeqEs ey entree apap mer 


ee HGS 
EA 


Suspicions that he is a KGB agent 


pre-date 1963. Interviewed in June A PG 
1965 and denied any approach by 7% 

the KGB. 

reer anes “ity, a long-time 


Brazilizn Communist. 


His contacts 
with Soviets are. open. 


(oe ageat rmy Cic in 
Germany ARROSIES was compromised 
to the Soviets and Goubled by thom 
in the 1950's. Confessed Soviet re« 
cruitment immediately to U.S. handl- 
evs and was aided in emigration to 


Canada. Later recontacted by KG2 
in Canada and reactivated. (see ? 
Part VI.d.5.c.) 08s 


A Canadian Embassy guard who confessed 
his recruitment has been confirmed 
by NOSEN Done the ecaeie betel of this 


: sete mae err sina one Ne 


oe 


14-0900 


saa: -coaibat core ae a 
? ae 


Ty tinge ys * om cece eneptinme « pends egy 2 ge yess Siewits Ra ody 
: ‘- i 

é 

+ 


Brrr atieedd 
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480. " : Pe 
pe eae. a at ® Canadian of Ukrainian Source not named; but Tourist 
Tantage was contacted by the Tcurist Denartment involvement. (1964 
vartiment while in the USSR as a tourist notes) : 
December 1967; although not fully re- 
ited, he came to anl agreement with a ; 
Jiofficer and may be contacted in 
ada-by an Illegal. , 
: ! 
| 
t 
i 
Res arta iat | Wanadian Cy tp In 1962 when NOSENYO first sup- GOLITSYN provided information about 
SG Peorhited by EGR on | plied this lead, omy iGEase KGB operation] interest in@igyygm 
AQ PY Oretielg abant L983 or 1954; slo he said he had ducing BETIGESIB first tour in Mor- 
1¢ GRIBANOS mectgomalily involve? ia Tearned of the cage fron conversa= “cow, between 194% and 1951; the KGs 
3@? PSUNSO Ebought thet @rgiegs cic tion with the case officers. In ees cas 
rfeooperate with KOA after he left 464 he seid that V.DB. CHELNOKOV, ees : 
BGOW commented that a case who was iater his imacdiate super- nse n3 : 
Lhis would not be a viser in the Tourist Department, know whether he had been approechad, ::° 
nt, p.e., thece would had participatec in the reeruit- In 1964 &s wa8 interviewed can= | |. 
wave boon a direct ment while ne was in the Second cerning his experiences in Moocud. "ty 
pyouct secrecy ayreements or (Anglo-Canadian) Departmenc, Sec- te admitted having been compremised, = — 
@ists would nornally oe required. ond Chief Directorate, in abont on the basis of homosexual activi- 
1953. NOSENKO also said that he 
first heard of the case in 1:55 or 
1956 during an officia: visit to 
: the city of Vladimir, where the 
lecai KGB told him the story of 
SB oPhaving visited Vladisir in 
| 1954; while there he manifested 
homosexual tendancies while he was 
| drunk: NOSENKO said BBR Agagot 
so drunk that he lost his shoes 
and they were later returned to 
him through the mails in Moscow. 
(1962) 7 
1 . 
: 
: 


Feat et Ot a cat ate a hoo ea eh 
. ¥ oi : ae ie + 
* ’ fo i 


Sncteem onl Pe OR srt AP eter cy, Bite ars Stow viele can Mad nee Ss eo ert eS cog ee wees ee Pn ee ewe eR I eR ee lee enn ee he Nat een a ented ete ate a Stet ea see on ee Se 


Sar hail eee a oe prise 


he "he 


Ry ypt 


NAME UNKNOWN: A low-level employee 
Of the Cqyptian Embissy in Moscow 
was a KCD agent targetted against 
America House; he was recruited in 
Méscow prior to 1961 on the basis 

of speculatory activities. G.I. 
GRYAZNOV and V.V. KOSOLAPOV ef the 
American Department jnelped the 
agent's case officer in the fixth 
Dapartment, KSH Second Chief Dire 
ctorate, sel] 200 te i300 watches that 
the agent had obtained abroac. 

This case officer and GRYAZNOV met 
with the agent; NOSHNKO did not know 
who had recruited him. 


i 


wb) Finland_ 


; bi acti koRk A 
Keir ae eat ve A EOr tae i 
firm and also as the Finnish Tourist 
Association; recruited by the Tourist 
Department and the local RGB orgens 

in Leningrad. 


wo e hs bake Na SORE 
Recruited in 1959 by the Tourist De- 
partment with the aid of the Leningrad 
KGB; she works in a travel bureau in 
Finland. 


{ | 


q 
f 


481. 


Source not known (1964) 


Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 
notes) 


No source given, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1954 


notes) 


1 


: 


sare nk, 
KK iM 


a 


bi on EIRP dn 
the UAR Embassy, Moscow, was known to 
residents of America House. Ha ree 
portedly involved several American 
code clerks with women and in black-— 
market activities. See Parts 
V.E.3.¢c. and VI.D.2. 


spasm steer ce 
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482. 


Re PSR Recruited 3 Sonrece not named. (1964 notes) 
@ RGR; be is a bus driver & 
mnish tourist agency. (Ben 23 
ROMS S> the KCB believed Guts 
Qnlecest to American Intelligence 


e(nmow known aS Source not named. (1964 notes) 
re Te - grey! ate SSg ) i He worked 

yo the: hee gT eed tourist agency, Dut 

‘£4 it in 1963; recruited in 1981; 


@% case has. been retired to KGB 


Ne 


a 
os 


4 eS : Source not named, but Tourist 
ae PEMINST re) . 
Tourist vepartment; : Department involvement. (1964 
a tour leader at the Finnish notes) 


agency <a PAREN 


| 
| 
‘| 
| 
{ 


14-00000 


“TT RPT ET at Sal alin |. ete ee a a 


' 


? Ben cM Teediguge 2 

Q My ie te oer wear 2 
he Bee 5 “7 me + . Mea ee eT 
5 So MEA be Eh ee it Tot Fat a 


exrsity. Recruited (date unspecified) 
yithe Seventh Department jointly with 
he Leningrad KGR crgans. 


By ployed by a travel 
recruited by the 


< 


OK ee : 


ourist Departs 


| . 3 
Was recruited in 1943 
bepartiment, but has pro- 


THe 


v} 
k@ed no inforwation as vet; she works 
Bay " OR Te Nem SATE GE 
oF tho CSR tak aan ee 
! 


3) | 


Lobe. 


r 


a OWS Peporvew oy be ren 
bea Yeccuited agent cf the KGB; 
, NOSTNKO said he was not cer- 

3 was an agent. 


No 


433. 


No source given, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 
notes) 


No source, but Tourist Depart- 
ment involvement. (1964 notes) 


". seurce given, but Tourist 
pemartment involvement. (1964 
notes) 


eae 


NOSENKO gave this lead first in 
June 1962. NOGENKS reported on 
30 January. 1964 that ne learned 
operation in 1961, 
whon he accompanied OM. GRI- 
MANGV to a reception of the Ind- 
ian Embassy and realized from a 

eee that he 
vas a friend of Grivandv's and an 
agent. On 16 February 1965 NCO- 
SENKO said he learned of the case 
mainly through friends, and that 
the Indian reception had been held 
in 1958 or 1959. (1962) 


ene 


SMP ar 


Se ae 


f “a 


eaten Foal tas ap 
: eR ot 


erprrine een en ete eee 


P(fnud: O.M. GRIBANOV, Chief 
the Second Chief DITECTaESeC) is 
cgonally handling this important agent, 


| 
agominent French businessman; Bs was 

and 
role > aoe 


‘fuited as early as ‘1956 or 195 
Srequently comes to Moscow $e 


ghd mee ied py Abe : 
ipuatea in 1103 by iv Gepare- 


3 he is a section aire in th 


ych tourist firm aS Bye 


rele SE 


dee gee nire 2 ne ri Sorgen fee 


484. 


NCSENKO said he knew there was 
such a French agent but did not 
knew the name until “there was 
a call placed to the General 

(GRIBAHOV), and when 1 asked 

from whem is the call, then 
found out it was from 4% 
then it was clear to me." 


(1964) 
Souree not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement, (1964 
notes) 


wt hee perme Seer sane 


Teme rec eninerenyeermstier fem 


OR ta i 


— Tagen He made a half- 
zen txips to thé “USSR and re- 
Becteaty boasted of being in contact 
with General Shiai and others 
where. (Rey 


Aer naS Hess 
seats? SoS ue. Jeb 
scene 


ap iheay 2 we 
es - ee 
f2 wo dare 
eee 
caramel 
23 


tyre 


he ¢ 
erent were, pee tty 
- Dea 


Satin 


Cl resem andi tna a 


ne Tourist. iBedaremenee. 
wide and interpreter for various 
ue tourist agencies. 


Correspondent ee 
in Moscow; a long- 
cond Chis! Directorate agent. "HO 
iKO said @@sW.as working for the 
eth mies gone (counterintelli-~ 


ROCTULE PS: in lyboy by ae 
Lot Cepartment; she was an inter- 
Seer tor tourast groups visiting the 
viet Union ase 1957 ~59; fae 

me, > ane oT = 


Le Dr Pee Gita eri 
ey RS this case 


a ee: %' 4 ye = MEARNS. “He a A 
RBCGN Gitae rig iving, in Paris; was 
sQuited in 1963 by the Tourist be- 
rément; he is a teacher of geography 
Jihistory at some college and works 

he summers for the! National Tour- 
tiCenter. Ps 


Reith sia ship : A, ri" AY. Sp a5 i Ro- 
Ln x5 Oe Tne co eae aT ut Director of 


near omy asency in 


nese a 
aa ERED ee 


Sik; 


ciosed.... 


mee: ccm on ete : oat ee cthe ‘ ee ie * - 
c 5, Fees ar ope este me ogg err erreney pemrorires one eqperpermsee te, 


465.  G 


Source not named, but Tourist Not identified. 
Lepartinent involvement. (1964 


notes) 


NOSENKO heard passing references 
from case officers of the Second 
Chief Directorate. (1964) 


Source not named, but Tourist De~ Not identified. 
baurteent invelvement. (1964 notes) 


Source not named, but Tourist De- Not identified. 
partment invelvement. (1964 notes) 


most travel. 


NOGEIKO learned abeut 4 : 
trom Yu.G. GRICHMANOV, Chief of 

the Second Section, Tourist Depart= 
ment. (1964 notes) 


Og ek ee 


3st aute py otficers from 


: i 
Rye oar trenintete cee» 


» Recruited on 16 
the 


Department and the Ukrainian EGR; 


ta a bus driver for a 


dst agency. 


ge 
Germany 
id 


RS Py ETN ey Oe; 
formerly ao hoi agent in Kazakns 
was re-recruited by) the: 


agtment in 1963. 


the 


Ys / Reeruited 


etek ee = 1 wis 
aaa Departirent; 11 ves 


PO EET 


Cre ee 


Tourist 


in 1963 


7 
a 


= 


akfurt and is employed by the 


Berek tourist agency. 


\ 
Pao Owner @ 


4 


vel agency; recruited in 192 by 


Fourist Department. 


i 
eh 


i 
i 


ra pias tba 


E: tessa KGB cayutones 
TO“; an employee of the Gx 


HE eG cha 
Rates 


vel agency, was recruited by whe 


r§st Department in 1963. 


Tours 


an 


486. 


Source not named, but Tourist 


Departmenc 
notes) 


involvement. 


(1964 


Source not named, but Tourist De- 


partment involvement. 


(1964 notes) 


Source not named, but Tourist Be= 


partinent involvement. 


cce not named, but 
Department involvement. 
és) 


(1964 notes) 


Tourist 


(1964 


Source not named, but Tourist De- 


partment involvement. 


(1964 notes) 


Not identified. 


14-00000 


SIRT RMR eater ti een ie camagee sae oe 


, 
+ 


UNKNOW!: West German businessman 
TRC AGEN: who meatic personally with | 
Mé GRIBANOYV, Chief of the Second 

iéf "irectorate, when the German 

nes to Moscow. i 


. ? rod 
Me ES af rher iden- 
fying information available. 
: 
MB UNE GatM: West Cexman code clerk 
ey ae - . 
afrecrutted by the KGB in 1961. NO- 

P sos i 
NRO tnonght this agent was no longer 
Moscew as of 1962. 

k | 

: WwNt KGB cryptonym "AUGUST"; 

citizen;! he owns a coa- 
"gy was recruited in the 


ot Served as a KSB 
a POW during World 

I and was re-recruited by the 
st. Departrenat on a visit to the 


Yoters Pete SCRA) works inSQieak 
SER pee es tape 
ae me & Saeed the Hamburg 


Lata 


Laeetg Oe een tos Travel agency 
ca SC recrurled in 1962 by 


s;fourist Department; the KGB sus- 
cts he may be a double agent; the 
8@ is of no value. | 


| 


Source not named. 


246 Perea: <meebede Rnd ys teste: f keels saesu ie ee SOAs, 


487. 


NOSENKO heard about the lead from 
the Tourist Department officer A.P. 
SABRAPKIN, (1964) 


Source not named. (1964) 


O.S. SUBNOV of the Third De- 
perimoant, Second Chief Direc- 
torate. (1962) 


(1°64 notes) 


Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 
notes) 


Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvemant. (1964 
notes) 


Av eaek heen te erences ete mimeo 


OR se TT 


Parad 
‘ 


Not identified. ~. 


Not identified. 


Not identified. 


Sites Dee cpp ees ke tee 


ive 
are. 


} 
* Bis Sere de > An employee er the 


Yan Empansy mn Moscow from 195 
L961 and a KGP agent. 


Indian diplomat 

SS Ret either a 

ntact, Bf: As = 

SLE TR cede 
Moa hb Mead he was met by 

-@ GUN in Geneva. GOR returned 

I@neva in August 1963 to meet 


soe ge thee 


Moscow had Gena pcre, 
the Assis tant Naval Attache 
Embassy in Moscow, but had 
yo recruited by the KGB. 
IOS EERO gee the same in- 
nt SOs bit neared 8 ania Oe as the 
agent who was reeruilted py OULACHL. 
tioned on this change, NOSENKO said 
he was new not sure who it was and 
Meybe there WOrT@ WO separate cases. 
Mo diplomatic list which ein 
Adhere was nobady named the 
CRANE) SON as what oats WAS 
weitee eK OEE NOGENKO 
Be UE ake bre aohaistake in 
nam? earlier; in 1962 NOSENKO had 
a the name RO ae 


? ats iY 


Iris 
a 


_brrxown: A member of the Iranian 
‘BSy “In 1 Moscow isa KGB agent. No. 


t : | 
| 
| 


Ave, 


No source named. (1964) 


Yu.I.GUK told NOSENKO aisout 

this casa in Geneva in 1962, and 
BRODENEOD told CIA then. The 1963 
Ccetail NOSENFKO learned from GUK 
alse, 


DULACHT's attempt to recruit Seen 
Was overheard by means of a porte 
able microphone on the restaurant 
table where the conversation took 
NOSENKO was et that time 
Chiefé of the American Emb- 
Section (in October 1966, 
NOSENSQ said that this took place 
w{[<or he had relinquished his re- 
spensibiiities for Naval Attaches-- 
which included DULACKI, a Marine-- 
in the spring of 1960). (1962 
and 1964) 


No source given. (1962) 


Not identified, but two. Iranian Eab= ‘ 
assy employees are known to have’ ae : teak. 324 


43 
Sima cameaeen semana 6 et aneee neenngeeteeerepeeeene nf + meee ga rreeges eet u 
to ee, iets nema ae a EO TET Dash etl a 
s 
cag we 
“ AMICI EEA: ; 
Perera eae ae Ret has : 
informatica on file, : . 
’ f 
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489. 

and the other in 1962. The name 
Ron the Iranian diplomatic 
list.seemed vaguely familiar to 
NOSENKO.. This name appears in the 
CHEREPANOV Papers (Part VI.D.7.c.). 


eS 


Personal involvement in the KGB 
investigation of Pavel SHAKHOV as 
a possible American agent. 
(October 1966) 


aerial 


ss id 
38 


' 


ice 


Source not named, but Tourist Not identified. 


Department involvement. (1964 
notes) 


a sak ome Pe tt ne ertawin a te 
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490. 
. “eel: One lof a group of Source not naned, but Tourist 
Ur iSsts Geluctead mailing letters for Department involvement. (1964 
i@NTS on 1963; was detained and notes) ' 
was then doubled hy the Fob and 
aeneets 
Source not named. (1964) S appears to refer to Pb: Sa 
Teed SaerRR Sister was employed 
Serounds: he by thr Tee Eabasny: in Moscow. 
a Speenee: loa at the U.S. », re 
say. 
eat 
: Cy 
long 
i .° = 
“ 3 
oan 
an 
Te AIST et: ; ae 
and Wane Gone Leer in the Involvement with NOSDNKO'Ss 
say oan the fate 1as0's; was tardet, ABIDIAN (see Paz \; 
rdruitod by tie REE Gn the basis of ViE.3.d.). (1962) : rete) 
backianket aralings. Me wis re- Interviewed by CIA, ‘he repoacad 
ruited svhbsecucntiv by Sabassy Gecur- denials that he was a KGB agent and % las 
cv Officer said he made up the story of his — 
ana recruitment by ABIDIAN to "scare 
pperted this ta the ie the KGB off." 
_ AN Tralian citizen Source not named, but Tourist : 
Moscow; he was re- Department involvement. (1964 ‘ 
ruitec in “the uss »R by the Tourist notes) 


partment in Mey ‘1961; he is a guide 
nd interpreter for tourist groups 
n@ at Italian exhibitions. 


‘ - Se Fe mmm te teens cee marmeeeeeen ainnmetanaentit we Med 


Tr ertiem armies ree es oe a eS poem oe ee ae ve net ene rere tree seme ee ee ee ae ee 
at : 7 
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491. : 
ME UNKNOWN : Italfan journalist NOSENKO heard from two officers Not identified. 
Gruited in 1963; basis of ra- of the Tenth Mepartment, Second : a 
udtment was not known. ; Chief Directorate, that V.£. 


KEVORKOV of that Department “must 
go meet. his Italian correspond~ 


' 


eat." ‘ 
ER eer a : 
gues epee RR Recruited fource not named, but Tourist 
yo! be he Yourist Department Repartment involvement. (1964 
. L : L 
homosexual aqarounds;i ha is a pre- netes) 


at ‘the University 


Source not named. (1964 notes) 
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SRoan erat when ne was caught ia 
1@ intelligence activity in Baku; 
bts planned to tural him over to 
‘First, Chie£ Directocat during 
: gronve Olympics in 1964. 
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oe SEE TA correspon ence 
snecesa with his 1961 trip, CIA 3 
in Japan characterized as a 
‘ “well-known intelligence purveyor, 
though not known to be-an actual 
fabricator. He was suspected of 
selling stock in his trip to aaa 
hands." 
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Source not named. (1964 
notes) 


of kopresentatives cf 
age ee” Companys which deals 
ron thes Soviet Union; has been 


oh cia by the KGB (no date given). 


; 


Source not named, but Tourist 
Department involvement. (1964 
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kis 
of the First |Chief Oirec- 


NAME UNKNOWN: A code clerk in the Source not named. (1962) 
Japanese Umpassy in Moscow in 1962 
was a KGR agent; assisted the KGs 
e entering the Fmbassy to photo- 
gkaph code materials, 
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awe mh 7 Source not named, but Tourist 
recite by the Toutis Sepactiment in Popartiment involvement, (1964 
L962 and was to be turned over to the notes) 
“GB Legal Resice ency in Tokyo for handL- 
| 
| a 
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fe ‘ 
Mex j can diplomat Source not named. (1964) 
“in Moscow from 1960 Co L962; 


bya} agent, 
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Latin American Section, Ameri- 

Departm rent, in 1961 while a 
ist in USSR; “very valuable agent"; 
‘oA later turned over to the KGB 

st Chief Directorate; tn January 
2 he received $1,000, from the KGE 
al Residency in Mexico City for 
fillm went of an assignment. (In 
ater ewe in 1964 , NOSENKO 

d, that Si Be was a valuabie agent 
the eee Directorate, First 
@f Directorate, and it was fron 

ri comgonent that the! $1,009 came.) 
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NOSENKO received this infor- : 
mation from YELISEYEV. (1964 
notes) 
£8 
i J be 
fe 
C 
Source not named, but VYourist . 
Department involvement. (1964 bus 
notes) ret 
Source not named, but Tourist fie 
Department lnavolvement. (1964 2 = 
notes) »> 
/ 


Sinus a journalist travelled 

to. the USSR in 1957; later wrote Hs 
an article in which he told of re- 
cruitment’ on basis of blackmarket 
activities, but didn't mention sexual | 


Personal involvement in develop- 
mental stages of operation. 
(1964) 
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t ntroducing Sees to qirls and then : Described person who 

by netting him up for arrest on played role NOSENKO sald he played. 

gharaes of blackmarketleering.,  Re= See Part 4.0.4.g. 

foruatmente made by Ke N. Suan : 

ef Tourist bepartmant. Age ry 
erted t£he aD PPOLGH:. after leaving 

- 3k, but did not tell whole story. 
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* Oe «SS KGB eryptonyn Le Source not named, but Tourist 
PUsiat NEN recruited in 1963 by the Department involvement. (1964 
Tourist Departmen at on the basis of notes) 


homosexu.l. materials gathered during 
‘a 1962 trip to the USSR; he is a 
‘representative of the SIT 
Hach fa 
@e¥iaer Travel Agency. ne 
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ag recruited in eee y and . By 
964 apparently not cooperating with 
owiets any more because of fear. 


Sete (fnu): KGB cryptc- 


m@ “ZUANNA; a woman horn in Italy 
"4 now living in Geneva; was re- 
ited in,1959 and turned over’ to 
h@ Geneva Legal Residency of the - 
G8; she has contacts with Americans. 
‘Ré@ported in 1962 without name or any 
etails except that there was a fe- 
ake agent of the Geneva Legal Resi- 
ency whose KG3 cryptonym was 
NA" «I. GAVRICHEV was meet- 
ng her at the time.) 
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SE fuhwas recruited by the Tour-~ 
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ha, USSR in 1960, 


z)i United Kingdom 


(fnu) : In June or ees 1959, 
USENKO personally recrujte 
ritish subject named Choa E RSs Oe 
fter he had been comprdthscir hy 
amosexual agents. . YEFREMOV and 


‘oo rpapegegr™ eet 
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NOSENKO was told of this case 
by Yu.I. GUK in 1962 and S.I. 
GAVRICHEV in 1964, (1962) 


Ta 1962 heard from Yu.I. GUK 
of an incicent involving her. 
(1S62 und 1964 notes) 


Source not named, but Tourist 
Nevortment involvement. (1964 
notes) 


Personal involvement. . (1964) 


pea 


ibideweieiea, investigations 
tinuing. | 


Not identified. 


Not identified. 


% (eee Recruited by the 
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lectrical engineer, but owns 
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KM¥OWN: KGB agent within Brit-. 
hnferinteiligence (service un- 
who sunoplies information on 
intelligence anc on ayent 
ONS; possibly from this agent 

ecelved a report on the NATO 
nde in London that also contained 
Methods of operations of 
néand British counterintelli- 
akthough specific agents 
tmnamed in the report. 


WN: A member of the Brit- 
avalty recruited cn homosexual 
nm Moscow in 1957, 


Ow; was the target of a 
tment operation in early 
KO was not certain whether 
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Source not named, but Tourist 
Nevartment involvement. (1964 
notes) 


rersonal involvement. (1964) 


Yu.I. GUK told NOSENKO about this 
agent in April 1962. See Part IIi. 
B. which describes NOSENKO's in- 
volvement with a Seottish girl 

in Geneva and GUK's warning that 


“the KSB has an agent in British 


counterinteiligence who could 
report indiscretions. (1962) 


NOSENKO was told of this casc by 
V.A. CHURANOYV of the British - 
Department, Second Chief Direc- 
tevate. (1962) 


No source named. (1964) 


hap oepry 


Wei 


Not identified. (George BLAKE, a 
KGB agent in MI-6, passed the KGB 
copies of minutes of CIA-MI-6 
conferences on legal travel opera- 
tions; one of the conferences was 
neld in London in 1959; BLAKE was 
arrested in April 1961; thus he 


.could not have been the Soviet re- 


ferred to by GUK in 1962; see 
Part V.D.7.b.) 


Identical with William J.C. VAS-= 
SALL; see Part V.D.5.b. for de- 
tailed discussion, 
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: ‘ A Uruguayan citi- 
pnw eee i. Montevideo and is 
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orate; ne was then turned over to 
hat directorate for handling in 
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stint ae mete petites 


Personal involvement as case 
officer of homosexual agent and 


as recruiter. (1964) 


Source not named. 


Source not named, but 
Department involvement. 
notes) 


(1964 notes) 
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if) Dovetopmental and Investigation Cases 
SOURCING AND DATE OF REPORT INVESTIGATION RESULTS 


(1964) 


{ - LEAD 


{ = Travelled to the USSR .- Porsonal involvement. 


“ Fe igptoeetion ae 
1 gummer of 91957 as an 
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aupe of pessible intelligence mission. : : 

9 Approach contemplated or made. a! ; 


Gurea not numed, but Tourist 


A Agitish citizen and So 
Crna ner MeCN LIT visited Department involvement. (1964) 


he: USSR in Lysy and several times 
e; the KG2 is actively working 
his case, but has not recruited 


IH038 dO 


Director of the 
sh agency; was under 
saver oomont ‘by. the Tourist Depart- 
mant ; First Chief Directorate asked 
that case be turned aver to them. 
This was done. 


eee Re? owns GEES 

SHIPS ano dunmhucg iia goes to the USsr 
every year. NOSE PS, himself was in 
egntact with QAM about 1957 or 

1958 but. cigk not resvuit him at this 
time, ree LS Nad realized what was 

anc severed the relationship. 

gow. still goes to the USSR and the 
VOB Con ainues to surround him with 

1 ts but he has not been recruited. 


: A canadian; iss knewn 
Sin homosexual acts 

ISSR as a tourist in igh; 
“ho KON will attempt to recruit himiait 
h@ returns. 


NAME UNKNOWN: KGB cryptonym "KOMETA"; 
afBritisn woman who worxs for some pub~ 
(deaticn in London which publishes in 
the Russian language; she visited the 
USSR in 196] and 1962 with a spotting 
mission for Sritish Intelligence, 
‘tBhere had an affair with a KCB agent, 
ahd has corresponded with him; when 
‘the agent wrote that he would be com- 
‘Lag to the West on a visit in 1963, 

she replied by mail that she would like 
te sec him, but could not at that time; 
the KGB is waiting for the British to 

e tha next move. 
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Source not named, but 


partment involvement. 


Personal involvement. 


Source not 
Donan tien { 
notes) 


Sours. not 
Depéirtment 


seRemp re roy ae eo ees s 


Tourist De- 
(1964 notes 


named, but Tourist 


Lnvolvement. 


(1964 


nemed, but Tourist 


involvement. 


(1964) 
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a@ preparing a recruitment operation 
gainst a Rritish audic technician who 
‘ame to the British Embassy in Moscow; 
KGR female agent enticed him into ; 
ek apartment, where compromising 
h@tographsa may have been taken; as far 
ee Knew, the KGB never made a 
retruitment approach in this case. 


NAME UNENOWN: A former Russian now in Source not named. (1964) 


anes Cacmany, | 
the 


KGB was trying to recruit him in 1961 
threugh his sister or cousin who still 
lives in the USSR; the KGB kas met him 
in} France; the outcome is unknown. 


NAME UNKNOWN: A young famale Swiss No source named. (1964) 
Eourist in the USSR who works for the 

police in Basel or Zurich was contacted 

by] the KGB on her complaint cf stolen 

mohey; the KG3 arranged to return the 

ohey to her; she was assessed and the 

lead was pussed to the First Chief 

Directorate. 


~ ~~ 
SPs Cee A Swedish tourist Source not named. (1964 notes) 
feninwrad auring June 1963; tried 
ta recruit a Soviet citizen] 
the Soviet 
was a KCB agent, and the entire approach 


was recorded; if #2) returns to 
the USSR an attempt will be madc to 


ruit him, 
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IAME UNKNOWN: In 1960 or 1961 the KGB Source net named. (1962) 


Not identified. 
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A Duteh citizen; 


vavelleY as a tourist to the Soviet 
‘nfon in 1959; ha was photographed in 
omosexual activity and this will be 


as a hasis for recruitment 


js as if he returns to the USSR. 


ait eee © Lives on 


‘y@unscnweig, Germany; visited the 
‘SSR in 1959; the KGB suspects he is 


mosexual and will attempt to re- 
t him if he returns. 


eee Mees 
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Source not name’, but Tourist 
Department involvement, 


notes) 


Source not 
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notes) 
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b. The VASSALL Case 


(4) Information from NOSENKO 


At the 11 June 1962 meeting with CIA, NOSENKO first mention-. | 


ed the lead which was later equated with William J.C. VASSALL, the 
KGB agent in the British Admiralty. Neither then nor later in 
1962 did NOSENKO identify this agent by name. ; 


NOSENKO was asked on 11 June 1962 whether he had ever heard 
Qf the KGB agent George BLAKE, "the man who compromi3ed the famous 
tunnel operation in Berlin."* NOSENKO replied: “Yes, I did. But 
I'll tell you this, that there was a far more important Englishmia 
who was our agent than BLAKE.** He is avery cig man, and from him 
we get all kinds of materials, We get all the details about NATO, 
He is our number one agent, the best of all intelligence informa- 
tion. He hed reen in Moscow, and we recruited him there. We got 
him on a homosexuality charge, a very extreme one involving: multi- 
ple persons, The case officers who recruited him received the 
Order of Lenin... He is not an intelligence man. He is a high- 
ranking man. He is working on all kinds of NATO matters and is 
delivering most valuable information... He was in Moscow some 
time ago. My friend and three others in the KGB section running 
him received the Order of Lenin. ‘That is a very high distinction 
for the KGB... I do not know the man's name, cut I do know when 
he was in Moscow, and I know that he has a very high position. 
‘He is in London now." NOS#NKO was reluctant to go into further 
details at this, his second meeting with CIA, but he added: "I'll 
tell you all about him tomorrow, my brothers. I will tell you 
many things tomorrow, and the day after... This is our number 


One Operation. There is no sum of money we would not be willing 
to pay him." 


The next day NOSENKO was asked for additional information 
about the “high level British agent," and he told his case offi- 
cers: "I don't know the exact content of the material (he was 
giving) except that they were very valuable military documents, 
and I know that he even brought in draft copies when he was here 
in Moscow. He went to London, and I believe he works in a Minis- 
try. I think it is in the office of the First Lord of the Admir- 
alty. He still meets with our case officer even now. He brings 
them extremely valuable material. He is either a deputy or a 
First Secretary, or a member of the Secretariat; the most im-- 
portant thing being that all material of the greatest signifi- 
cant value passes through his hands. He was recruited in 1956 
or 1957. I don't know when he returned to London, but he was 


' Working with the (KGB Legal)Resident there, who was at that 
“: time a man whose name is Major General (N.B.) RODIN.*** RODIN 


* BLAKE, a British MI-6 officer, has admitted that he informed 


the KGB of the Serlin tunnel operation (which involved the 
intercept of Soviet and East. German telephone ‘conversations 
by CIA and MI-6) prior to the time the operation became . 
active in May 1955; it was terminated in April 1956. 


'** In September 1964 CIA sought more details from NOSENKO about - : 


BLAKE, He responded: "BLAKE? Who is BLAKE?" when reminded, | 

NOSENKO said: "I don't know what kind of information he ase 

(BLAKE) gave. I think he gave information, but I don't know 
what kind or how mich. This is a mistake on what I supposedly 
said before." For a further discussion. of BLAKE, See Part 
V.D.7.b. 


***RODIN, who served in London under the alias KOROVIN, wae 


previously known to. have been Chief of the KGB Legal Resi- 
' dency in London. od *, ; 
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also received an Order of Lenin for his participation in’ the case, 
but this was for the obtaining of valuable documents and not be- 
cause of any involvement in the agent's recruitment. RODIN was 
personally in contact with the agent in London.... I don't know 
what position he (the agent) held in Moscow. I don't want to 

tell you anything I don't know. Remember, this was handled by 
another section and I could not very well ask them. You see, it's 
none of my business. He gave us everything on military and polit- 
ical matters. I found out (about this agent) from my friend (V.A.) 
CHURANOV, He was involved in the recruitment personally. He is 
in Moscow now. He returned about .a year ago from CopenHagen. He 
was there as the (KGB Legal) Resident, under the cover of First 
Secretary. Prior to that he was the Chief of a section in the 
English Department of the Second Chief Directorate. That was 
about three years ago, and at that time he personally recruited 
the Englishman.". - ee 


NOSENKO told «CIA on 13 June 1962 that the "high-level 
British agent" had on one occasion provided a report on an Anglo- 
American conference in London, which contained references to 
American and British Intelligence operations. * During! inal 
meeting in 1962, a day later, NOSENKO again stated that RODIN 
had received the Order of Lenin for his part in the Operation. 
When asked whether the name KOROVIN meant anything to him in 
connection with operations against the British, he replied: "I 
have heard that name, but I cannot associate it in any way. 
Possibly he is the man in London now."** 


After recontacting CIA in 1964, NOSENKO reported that he 
had alreacy provided almost all he knew about VASSALL, who had 
been arrested in 1962. VASSALL, NOSENKO summarized, was re- 
cruited in Moscow and turned over copies of official Embassy 
documents while there. After he returned to England and while 
he was working in the Admiralty, he was considered to be the 
KGB's best agent. His value, NOSENKO said, was indicated by 
the fact that CHURANOV had received a KGB award for his role 
in the recruitment and then later, when VASSALL was producing 
in England, the Order of Lenin along with RODIN, the handling 
officer in London.*** : 


* NOSENKO on 1 February 1964 said: "In general it was known 
from some source important information was coming in from 
the British, specifically, information about NATO. As soon 
as the NATO Intelligence Services would hold a meeting in 
London, we had the information as to what was discussed. 
When the American, Canadian, and British groups met in ; 
London. The material came in from that VASSALL, or from - 
someone else--I don't know." On 8 September 1964 NOSENKO 
commented further that in 1960 or 1961, about the same time 

‘he heard about these materials, he also learned that the 
KGB First Chief Directorate had a good source;in British 

. counterintelligence. NOSENKO said that he did not know 
whether VASSALL had access to this type of information or 
whether this. indicated another source... . Ag 


NOSENKO was asked on 29 January 1964 whether RODIN, ‘VASSALL's 


handler in London, was also known as KOROVIN. He replied he 
thought so. : 


ak 


***Questioned on CHURANOV's reaction to VASSALL's arrest, NOS- 

' ENKO stated on 29 January 1964 that CHURANOV had said: "well, 
this is all. This is the end of my career and I'1l never go 
abroad again." Shortly afterwards, CHURANOV went to GRIBANOV 
to ask to be returned to the Second Chief Directorate for this 
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* The defector source referred to by ALSOP was GOLITSYN (see 


NOSENKO added a few details concerning the compronise of 
VASSALL. The KG3, he said, had evidence of honosexual acts 
between VASSALL and one homosexual, but then the KGS menaged to 
acquire photographs of him involved with three homosexuals at the 
Sane time. NCSENKO was unable to recall] the names of two of them, 
whose KGB cryptonyms were "MUKHIN" and “SIBIRYAK" (the latter a 
young scientist and the only one of the three who could speak 
English); the third was Viktor BELYANOVSX!1¥,.an actor in. Moscow 
who also took part in oneratio 2 ne American citizen 
Martin MALIA and @ieaiisisiaes pp 6CHURANOCV told NOS- 
ENKO that VASSALL was ‘really shocked" and became sick when he 
saw the photographs. ; 


NOSENKO told CiA on 24 January 1964 that he hed been very 
worried in 1963 when it was reported in an article by Joseph 
ALSOP thet VASSALL had heen apprerended cy the British as the 
result of a lead from the Americans. "I remember," NOSENKO said, 
“the press stated thet there was a defector who was a diplomat 
and who was about to come to England from the States and that he_ 
was instrumental in heving unearthed this Soviet spy, at a high- 
level place, whose name was VASSALL.* The First Chief Director- 
ate was in an uproar wnen they read this ALSOP article. As a 
matter of fact, at the KG conference 1 insisted that our recent 
flaps were a result of information from COLITSYN, particularly 
(on) VASSALL. When they asked me now 1 knew, 1 said we have 
records here that he was given VASSALL's material to read in 
connection with his own work." 


NOSENKO said on @ September 19694 that his fears tnat the 
articles in the Western press might eventually bring him under 
suspicion were allayed wren he learned from CHURMNIOV some time 
later that the First Chief Directorate had reluctantly decided 
that GOLITSYN must have heen the source to the VASSALL lead. The 
leaders of the First Chief Directorate did not want to believe 
at first that GOLITSYN was the source of the lead, but it was 
known that although GOLITSYN did not know VASSALL's name, he had 


On one Or two occasions translated materials received from 
VASSALL. 


(ii) Information from GOLITSYN 


On 26 March 1962 GOLITSYN was being interviewed by British 
authorities and provided information leading to the identifica- 
tion of VASSALL as a KGB agent. GOLITSYN said-that he worked 
in the International Treaty Organizations Section of the Infor- 
Mation (Reports) Department “of the KGB First Chief Directorate, 
from September 1959 until May 1960. During this period he re- 
ceived documents from the British Admiralty which were copies 


of papers from top Admiralty officials concerning the construc- © "°°" 


tion and financial expenditures relating to a naval base at 

Clyde, dated July 1959. On the basis of many of these docu- 

ments GOLITSYN had to prepare a report for the Soviet Minister 

of Defense. He said that he‘was told that the British Depart- 

ment of the First Chief Directorate had also disseminated such 
information, and after contacting the Pritish Department he was = 
given a large file of copies of original documents from British 3 
Admiralty, including documents of the First and Second Lords of \ 
the Admiralty. (The documents he read were Russian translaticns 

of copies of original British documents.) There were other 
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documents covering all Admiralty activity mentioning navy bases, 
fleet commands in the Mediterranean, Aden and cther cities in 
the Mediterranean area. There were also docusents dealing with 
pases in England ard concerning important questions an@ deci- 
gions in the Admiralty. : 


According to GOLITSYN, these documents were received from 
an agent source in London, covered the period 1958-53, and were. 
usually received at two-month intervals. He related that he had 
talked in 1955 to a KGB officer friend, Ye. G. KASHCHEYEV,* who 


was recalled to the USSR in 1954 from London. . KASHCHEYEV told 
‘GOLITSYN that at that period KGB had two other important agents, 


one of whom was BLAKE. The other important source was. working 
in naval intellicence in 1954,but GO]LITSYN said he did not know 
the identity of the KGB officer handling the Admiralty agent | 
source, He suggested, however, it could have reen A.V. ‘BARANCV 
because that officer received the Order of Lenin for. his work in 
England at about that time. ; 


During a 5 April 1961 interview GOLITSY%i was shown a selec- 
tion of documents concerning the British Naval Command Organiza- 
tion in the Mediterranean. He selected two cocuments he thougnt 
he had seen before, although he said he was not sure. These 
documents were: (a) Internal Admiralty Memorandum, Subject: 
“Command in the Mediterranean," dated 2 July 1959; and (b) inter- 
nal Admiralty documents, Subject: "Unified Headquarters for the 
Middle East," dated 22 January 1960. 


When GOLITSYN was shown additional British documents on 
7 April 1962, he recalled he had seen documer.ts concerning "the 
whole infrastructure program, the whole of NATO." as well as 
documents concerning notes of meetings held in the Admiralty. 


GOLITSYN said on 25 May 1962 that the photographic repro- 
ductions of the documents were of medium or better quality, in- 
dicating they had been reproduced by a process better than hand- 
held Minox camera production. . 


By 12 September 1962 British authorities had focused 
sufficiently on VASSALL to arrest him. VASSALL ee, 
confessed. 


* See Part V.I.7. for NOSENKO's statements on KASHCHEYEV. 
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507. 
(iii) .Information from VASSALL 


On the day of his arrest, 12 September 1962, VASSALL con- 
‘fessed thac he had spied for the Soviets almost continuously since 
the spring of 1955." (A search of his quarters immediately after 
his arrest resulted in the discovery of 15 rolls of exposed Film i 
which, when developed, revealed 140 photographs of pages from 17 H 
official Admiralty documents dated betweer 24 July and 3 September | 
1962; all were reported to be secret documents, "the exposure of ; | 


SEES. 


which would cravely damage the security of the state.") In his 
confession, VASSALL described his recruitment by CHURANOCY and 
another man, Known only as “Nikolay” in March 1955 on the basis 
of compromising photographs taken during the course of a “homo- 
sexual orgy" involving himself and a numrer of Soviets. at the 
Berlin Hotel in Moscow at the end of October 1954. From about 

+ Sentember 1955 on until he returned :to England, YASSALL bought 
KGB silence by bringing CHURANOV and "Nikolay" documents from 
the British Embassy. In May 1956, in anticipation of his depar- 
ture for home, VASSALL was introduced to a third Soviet, subse- 
guently identified as RODIN/KOROVIN, who was to become his con- 
tact in London. Their first meeting in England took place about 
the end of August 1956. VASSALL continued to meet RODIN once 
every three weeks until the arrest of Soviet Illegal Gordon LONS- ; 
DALE in January 1961, which resu’:ed in a four month moratorium | 
on perscenal meetings. To these meetings VAESALL would bring docu- : 
ménts that he obtained from his office in the Naval Intelligence ‘ 
Division of the Admiralty; the ducuments would be photographed 
and returned to VASSALL during the sane meeting. 
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Several months after RODIN had broken off contact as 4 re- i 
sult of the LONSDAL!: arrest, VASSALL was contacted by N.P. KAR- i 
PEKOV**and there were infrequent meetings from then until May 
1962. It was not until May 1962, however, that VASSALL was told 
to resume his espionage collestion; he was trained to operate an 
Exakta camera and used it thereafter until his arrest. The last 
two meetings with KARPEKOV took place on 13 and 17 August 1962. | 
At the meeting on 13 August, KARPEKOV told VASSALL that he was 
going away on holiday and the further meeting four days later i 
was arranged so that VASSALL could hand over anything he had | 
obtained prefore KARFEKOV left. At their final meeting, KARPEKOV : 
arranged for their next meeting to take place on 30 October 1962. | 
(KARPEKOV left London for the Soviet Union on 6 September 1962.) | 
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By VASSALL's account, the first time he received any money 
from the Soviets was just before Christmas 1955, when he was 
- given “at least 1,000 rubles." Thereafter, at every fourth: ~ - °:. 


por" * ~VASSALL served in Moscow as clerk in the office of the British 
Naval Attache from 3 March 1954 until 2 June 1955, when he 

' left the Soviet Union to resume his former duties as a clerk 
in the British Admiralty. 


t 
| _ ,  ®* KARPEKOV was identified to British authorities as a KGB offi- 
_ cer by KGB double agent Boris BELITSKIY (see Part VI.D.6.) in 
i. er April 1960, before KARPEKOV was handling VASSALL. RODIN was 
: reassigned from London in April 1961. BELITSKIY gave CIA the 
“i same informetion in July 1961. 
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' meeting during his stay in MOSCOW he was given suns of 2,000 
rubles. On his return. to England, RODIN and later KARPEKOV paid 
him sums varying from 50 to 200 pounds. According to VASSALL, 
the annual totals of these amounts varied between 500 and. 700 
pounds, an estimate which the British consider “modest, to say 
the least" judging from VASSALL's luxurious way of life. 
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(i). introeucticn 


NOSENKO's crly identifiable lead te a Soviet Tllegal con- 
cerned a Gerinan iszcnigrant ta Canaia whe was in Moscew during the 
fall of 1963 for ineetangs with Ya. T. UX and A.A. KARDASHEV* of 


the Americen Cep ment, KGR Pirst Chior Directorate, Prem his Fe 
friend GUK, NOSEUXO lensned many details about this Zllecsl but : : 4 
not his nune ea comnented thar he hac been inforiscd of the case ; “4 
by CUK unofficially, over aiter-noucs drinks while the Illegal was 4 
in Moscow, end thar GUK “cpsolutely will “volunteer to the 4 
KGB thet he had given these details to Noss . ; 
; Fi 

A check of NOSENKO's information with tue Koval Canadia : “2 
Jour ed Polis 1 J that the person ic i i | 
é 5 4 ia £ t | 
i Sheds? sd formerly ony ae i 4 

; ae ty qe Auee DA ee F 4 

7 From Decemper 1950 eee) Jan- ' 3 

at wary clandestine collection: activi- i 
tres in East Germany for the U, os Army, but during this pericd he , 4 
had once been cetained by the Soviets and in October 1955 he had : 
agreed to collaborate with Sovist intelligence. eRe BRreported 3 
thas to nis Anerican superiors and was teriuinated by them in early \ } 
1956. With U.S. assistance, he applied for Teratation to Canada i J 
.after failing to ee entry into the United peices nd he BEraves j q 
there in June 1956, ‘ 3 d 


Cee, aE e 


NOSENKO was asked why this Canedian was considered to he 
an Illegal rather than an agent. Reeftfirming that he was an Il- 
legal, NOSENKO explained that "an agent always has legal status. 
This man may run an lilegal net. And they may give him money 
to support other Illegals, and therefore that is the category 
assigned to him.“ The CIA case officer esumsed up this new infor- 
mation by saying: "Therefore, in addition to the classic type cf 
Tllegal who is a Soviet citizen and who is trained for a long 
time and then goes to a foreign country to develop his legend 
for entry into nis target country, there are foreign nationals 


* KARDASHEV, who according to NOSENKO is a close professional 
Lipa ewae so associate of eke served in Nee neegeen from Aptis 1958 to 
ae pact ; : Tere ee 
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who would be called Illecals if they are members of a Soviet 
Tllegal's net or if they run an Jillegal net themselves, itrrespec- 
tive of the nationalities cf the members of the ret." NOSENKO 
agreed that this summation was "absolutely corz:cct." 
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(ii) Informetion from NOSENHKO i ; ; 
“3 
1 i “ Es 
While reviewing the notes he brought to @ meeting with CIA : a 
on 26 January 1964, before nis defection, NCSENAO came across an 4 
entry which pronpted him te say: “i know one Cansdian. I'L) a 
give you his description. 1 have it written cown. T don't have 4 
his first name or his last name, cut I know trat he is € Canadian, 4 
nis age, when he was in the Soviet Vnion. be wert there on a z 
‘ po@vigsnaya visa. This Céenadian actually 15 of German origin, i 
from Germany. He's a Canadian citizen, end he is an Illegal. He a 
took a trip to Moscow in 1963, he was met by GUK, and he was = 
civen money to open a vusiness. He is supposed to start a busi- . 
ness enterprise in Cunada. They wanted to set him up as an Il- 
legal Kesident in Canada to run some agent. There are a few : 
other things I'll tell you later," NOSENKO was asked why GUK ki 
had met this man in Moscow, and he answered: ‘“GUK somehow got 
in contact with him. It wasn't KGH, Jt was simply an acquain- 4 
tance." Ye 
4 
j 


In later interviews NOSENKO added that the Illegal: 


AVR ar ee married, and the father 
of two children; . 


pdaidedetad. 3 sacs 


~ may have been escorted to Moscow in 1963 by KARD- 
ASHEV, since KARDASHEV had gone cto a French port to meet 
a foreigner and accompany him on a Soviet ship to the 
USSR; 


4 
: ad 
4 


- was given false documents in Moscow for travel 
from Moscow hack to Europe; 


- in Moscow received"$10,000 or scmething Like 
that" to open "some kind of optical business;" 


- returned to the West via a Satellite country, 
either Hungary or Rumania, and then flew to Geneva where 
his genuine documents were returned to him. j 


NOSENKO also said that the KGB had decided to have the Illegal 
oq Rewog remain in Canada after originally planning to assign him to 
New York City, where he would be under the control of the local 
KGB Legal Residency. 
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“ment interpreter, had been a CIA agent in place since his recruit- 


.* NOSENKO said that at that time he himself was Deputy Chief of 


The BELITSKIY Operation 


_ Introduction 


meapaeitige reo aes 


Wnen NCSENKO first contacted CIA in June 1952, one of the 


. “ewo. pieces of information which he said he was willing to sell 
_ Was the fact that the CIA agent BELITSKIY was .nder KCB control. 


'(B.Ye, BELITSKIY, a Radio Moscow broadcaster and Soviet Govern- ic. * eg. 


ment at the Erussels Exposition in September 1953.) At the time 
NOSENKO made his information known, EBELITSKIY had met CIA repre- 
sentatives in the West in debriefing sessions on throe separate 
occasions. The last occurred in Geneva in May 1962 while BELIT- 
* SKIY was serving as an interpreter for a WiO Conference. At that 
time NOSENKO was also in Gereva, participating in the Disarmament 
Conference. 


eticcth he atid cM ate, 


b. Information from NOSENKO 


be dantth LAA) meaatabinds tt oaks 


(i} Starements in 1962 
In the discussions with CIA officers on 9 ard 11 June 1962, 

NOSENKO revealed considerable information on BELITSXIY. He also’ a 
descriked his own connection with the case and offered his opinion 2 
.on how CIA should proceed in the light of his revelations. He : 
claimed that he had first heard of the BELITSKIY case, by its 

code name "BELKIN," when he was working in the U.S.Embassy Section 

American Department, KGB Second Chief Directorate. Not directly 

involved with the agent, he lcarned of the case through his friend- 

ship with the chief of the section (name not given) which was then 

runnirg him.* "So I already knew there was this 'BELKIN,'" said ; 
NOSENKO. He did not accively participate in the case, however, . yt 
until the spring of 1962. During his tour with the Disarmament } 
Conference, NOSEVKO said, he received a cable from Moscow direct- 
ing him to give advice to the "young" and "inexperienced" case ; 
officer, V.L. ARTEMYEV in thé event that‘ American: Intelligence 
should contact BELITSKIY in Geneva. Actually, NOSENKO continued, 
the Second Chief Directorate had “inserted" BELITSKIY ‘into the 
WHO delegation in the hope that CIA would "find him." There was 
such a contact, NOSENKO said, and therefore he knew about the 

handling of .the case insofar as the Geneva meetings were con- 4 
cerned, although he had not been personally involved in it be- ‘ ns Ai 
fore. ' 


echentatirtrscttbaiiie wo. 


NOSENKO described 3ELITSKIY as a KGB agent whom the Americans 
_had recruited in London and never met inside the Soviet Union. . tide ee be 
'NOSENKO stressed both of these. points. a number of times: "So I : er 
knew that in due course he was recruited in London...’ There was. 
never any contact with him inside." NOSENKO stated that BELIT- 
SKIY was an agent of the American Department in 1962, although ~ 
he. had once worked for the Second (British) Department. He 


the U.S,Embassy Section. It follows from this that he would 

have become aware of the BELITSKIY case between January 1960 
and January 1962. In 1964 NOSENKO identified the friend who | : 
had ‘told him about BELITSKIY as V.I. PETROV, Chief of the : 
Second Section, American Department, responsible for pene-. - - 
trating American Intelligence Creer? mainly ae ain 
the USSR. —— 
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Claimed not to know the date of recruitment but seid that he 
knew that the case was already in progress during his second 
assignment with the U.S. Embassy Section (January 19€9-January 
1962), and "The first time he went abroad he was already our 
agent. He had been our agent for a long, long time..." 


NOSENKO indicated that the KGB's purpose in rurning the | 
BELITSKIY operation was to lure American Intelligence into meet- 
ing with the agent inside the Soviet Union. In this way, the 


‘KGS hoped to learn the channels and means through which American 


Intelligerce communicated with agents inside the Soviet Union, 
This, said NOSENKO, was the “most important task" of the Second 
Chief Directorate. Although BELITSKIY, ir. meeting with his An- 
erican case officers, continually pleaded fear of contacting or 
being contacted by American Intelligence in Moscow, NOSENKO 
claimed that this was a ruse end that the real KGB intent was to 
use BELITSKIY "to craw you to us - to the Soviet Union - so that 
you would worx with him nes abroad." He said that after BELIT- 
SKIY was recruited in Lenton, CIA "did not go on with him... 
didn t hold‘any meetings with him." Nevertheless, he said; the 
KGB “cherished the hope...zo lead him in somewhat dceper...well, 
now they have." 


NOSENKO commented that the KGB First Chief Directorate, 
with its*own responsibilities ard objectives, was unaware of the 
purpose of the Second Boon vero ane tee in the BELITSXIY case. 
The First Chief Directorate, through Department D, provided 
dezinformatsiya (ais rerereacien referred to by NOSENKO as 
"d@eza") at the Second Chief Directorate's request, but in this 
case, as in other "games," it cid not know for what ultimate 
purpose the "ceza" would be used. NOSENKO indicated that in 
such cases I.I. #GAYANTS, Chief of Department D, did not even 
know in what country the disinformation was to be used, let alone 
the identity of tne agent. The Second Chief Directorate, more- 
over, was at liberty to add or discard items from the "deza" pro- 
vided by Department D.* 


NOSENKO stated that after the directive from Moscow arrived, 
he participated in the direction of BELITSKIY's meetings with 


‘the American case officers, advising ARTEMYEV on specific steps 


to he taken. For example. NOSENKO said, when the 2Zmerican case 
officers asked EELITSKIY whether he could establish contact 
with some Soviet on the Disarmament Delegation, NOSENKO advised 
ARTEMYEV not to use anyone from the Soviet Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs. Rather, he told ARTEMYEV that BELITSKIY should pretend 


* While on this ceneral subject, NOSENKO commented that the 


- Second Chief Directorate was looking to the.day when its: offi- 
cers in the field would not have to be subordinate to the KGB 
Legal Resident in a given country, always a member of the 
‘First Chief Directorate. In Geneva, NOSENKO said, the local 
Legal Resident was “weak" and "over-cautious." According to 
NOSENKO, this man had been ordered by Moscow to help in the 
BELITSKLIY case “if anything -is needed" but tried. to antenters: 
with the actual running of the case. At that. point, NOSENKO. 
Gn himt ~"We don't need your netPe “We shall run it our- 
Selves." . Py : 
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that he was gettirg information fren the head of the Aserican 


Department of TASS, A.K. Ki 
information BELITSKZY furni 
course, be "deza" from the 
BELITSKIY reported informat 
officers. To bacxstop this 
Americans “checked up," NOS 
SKIY to be introduced to KI 


According to NOSENKO, Departinent D prepared ‘other disinfor- 


Sign 


SLOV, who was then in Geneva.* The 
shed to the Americans would, of 
KGB. This plan was carried out, and 


ion “from KISLOV" to his American case 


part of the operation, in case the 


ENXO and ARTEMYEV arranged for BELIT- 


SLOV, — Ven : 


mation for BELITSKIY to give to his American case officers in 


response to their positive 


gave. Among these pieces o 
the name of a Soviet Intell 


Concerning the individ 


related that BELITSKIY had been met in Geneva first ky the Amer- 
ican case officer "Bob" and later also by "Henry" who was "“calied 
KGB case officer, ARTEMYEV, was “still 


out from the States." The 


intelligence requirements. The Second 
Chief Directorate asked DCepartment D to "make it good information, 
so the opposition will not sense that it is “deza. ** "Moscow is 
happy, " NOSENKO reported, because KGB Headquarters believed that 
CIA had accepted “at face value" the information which BELITSKIY 


f disinformation, NOSENKO said, was 
igence officer in the WHO in Geneva. 


vals involved in this case, NOSENKS 


a young fellow,” although he had good potential, and had not 


worked on the BELITSKIY cas 
Geneva to work on counterin 


RELITSKIY if the Americans should make contact with him.*** After 


the WHO conference ended, N 
left in groups; BELITSKIY @ 
ARTEMYEV stayed a few days 


According to NOSENKO, Moscow believed that CIA had accepted 
BELITSKIY's bona fides. From the KGB standpoint, while BELITSKIY 
was "not a bad agent," he was apt to go a bit too far sometimes 


e in Moscow. Ee had been sent to 
tellicence matters and to direct 


OSENKO said, the Sovist participants 
eparted on 26, 27, or 28 May but 
longer. 


and to "add things on his own." for this reason, NOScNKO said, 
the KGB decided not to let him spent too much time with CIA, 


fearing that he might say s 
sense that he is a plant." 


NOSENKO strongly and repeatedly advised CIA to “continue the 


game" but under no circumst 


Soviet Union. He indicated that he considered it "in your inter- 


ests" to continue to play 5 


omething "which would cause you to 


ances to meet the agent inside the 


ELIiTSEIY, and he remarked that the 


KGB- would guess how CIA found out about the case if it were 


* See Part III.D.5 for further details on NOSENK 


with KISLOV. 


* gpeaking of this case in 
cult" to pass disinforma 


NOSENKO commented, concerning disinformation in general and 


particular, that it is “very diffi- 
tion, and that there is a certain 


"danger" ‘connected with passing it - in providing "that, which 


‘is almost true, changed just a little bit," the agent might 


give away something that 
There is also the danger 
of the opposition's case 
good enough, he implied. 


is of real value to.the opposition. 
o£ arousing suspicion:in the minds 
officers if the information is not 


***See Part V.D.7.c. for additional information on ARTEMYEV'a 


operational activity. 
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terminated - he and ARTEMYEV were the only officers abroad who 
knew about the operation. (At that very moment. he said, the- 
KGB was waiting for someone to arrive in Moscow and contact the 
agent.}.. NOSENKO proposed 8 plan through which CIA coulda cause 
the KGS to send BELITSKIY abroad again, and two cays later he 
again urged that this plan be edoptéd: CIA should choose an - 
elderly couple who were travelling to the USSR and give them a. 
letter to mail to BELITSKIY immedtately on their arrival; in the i 
letter there should be a Fint. through which BELITSKIY (and -the .- - | 
KGB) woulé realize that CIA wanted him to come out end did not Br ae ate 
plan to contact him inside; the KGB would then be forced to send ae : | 
-BELITSK1Y abroad again in order to continue the "game." This : a 
reaction would be in line with the mission of the Second Chief i 
Directorate "to recruit the foreigners... and then pass them on 

to you for your recruitment. That ie our mission - give our own 
Russians to you for recruitment and recruit foreigners.". NOSENKO 
also continued: "Don't trust him for a second Dutes.- give tha 
impression that you believe him." He Stressed that the travellers 
chosen for this task ke “elderly," that they not be connected with 
CIA in any way, end, most important, thet they mail the letter : 
immediately cn their arrival. NOSFNXO also advised CIA to do i 4 
something about the safe apartment in which "Eob" and "Henry" 

had met EELITSKIY. He complained that BELITSKIY had noted that i i 
the name on the door was not that of the American Counsellor a 
whose apartment it was supposed to be, and he said that BELITSKIY Me a: 
had also reported that he felt it had an “un-lived in" iook. ; : 
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sr wlilariein HME Selatan. cabal 


(ii) Statements in 1964 ; i 


When he came to the West again in 1964, NOSENKO again dis- ; 
cussed the BELITSKIY case.* In January 1964, he was asked his I 
advice about CIA's handling BELITSKIY. Again he suggested that 

CIA "continue the plan" in order.to determine “what actions they. | 
will undertake when they will see that you do not plan to have 

Moscow contacts." He commented: “You have a realistic kasis f 
for not doing this in view of the PENKOVSKIY case, etc." ** 

Again he expressed the opinion that "what they are trying to do 

in this case is to pull for a Moscow contact... The hope is 
that you would go out to meetings with him in Moscow." The 
Second Chief Directorate did not consider the BELITSKIY case a 
big Operation: "it was only a small success from our viewpoint." 


NOSENKO claimed, as he had in 1962, to have been personally 
. involved in directing the meetings BELITSKIY had had with the 
: Americans in Geneva, ARTEMYEV "was a very young man, There- 
fore, a cable came from Moscow ordering me to take over the 
-, @irection of the case over ARTEMYEV... in case a contact was 
“ made, and it was." NOSENKO -ndicated that it wag O.M, GRIBANOV 
himself, Chief of the Second Chief Directorate, who had ordered 
him to take charge. , 
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* In the meantime, CIA had continued the "game." In October 
1962, during the week of the Cuban missile crisis (dis- 

i cussed in Part V.F.10.) BELITSKIY attended a ‘corference. 

is eng yes met several times by CIA representatives. (See Page 


i 

{ 

| . **.See Part VI.D.7.b. for details on the compromise of PENKOV-_ 
j - i . 
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bies nat be Let lesshed ainigt the cage originally “tn 19646 
: or: 1960" Coom PETRUT, Chief uf the Secoftd Section of the American > 
Department. "I don't know when the case began, but it was coing 
dn 1960 and i961;" he said. In 1962, he obtained more details ae BT SERE 
3 from ARTEMYEV, who was in the same Celegation as GELITSKIY, and of os 
, then the cable came from Moscow ordering him to help ARTEMYEV : 
'gjn the case. NOSENKO said he did not know who recruited BELIT- 
: SKIY for the KGS, but it was not PETROV. This operation, like 
‘all "games" of the Second Section, was supervised by M.G. _MATVEYEV, 
; Deputy Chief of the American Department.. : 


In 1964 NOSENKO made a number of comments and observations 
; : which he had not brought up in any way in 1962. In noting, for 
* example, that BELITSXIY had originally been a British Department 
‘ agent, he remarked: “Maybe they tried to serve him up to the 
British, and maybe the Eritish didn't bite. As for the charac- 
ter of BELITSKIY and the KGB's view of their agent, or 29 Janu- 
ary 1964 NOSE-XO stated: "If you were to stop it, then wait 3 
until the appropriate moment, confront’ him, tell him the ‘geme' é 4 
is up ~ you know all about him - then he might go for this and 
yet may recruit him." On 2 February 1964, when the CIA case 
officer suggested that perhaps RELITSKIY- might not have reported 
everything to the KG3, especially the amount of money he had 
been given by CIA, NOSENKU acreed that perhaps this was co "“be- ' 
cause I*was very much surprised how little money the Americans ’ 
gave BELITSKIY... I was convinceé that something was rot right, 
: and I told ARTEMYEV chat I didn't believe that the Americans 
could pay such small sums. I was convinced that BELITSKIY only 
reported that he received a small part of what he actually got." 
NOSENKO said that when he told PETROV that he did not believe 
BELITSKLY, PETROV said he t.ad not quite accepted his reports 
either, becauseevery time BELITSKIY came home from abroad, “he ae 
always tries to hand me some gift and therefore I'm inclined i 
to agree with you." NOSENKO said that BELITSKIY had been | 
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thoroughly investigated but that he himself felt that “it is 

possible that at any given moment a person would change his. 

Mind and go off." NOSENKO mentioned for the first-time, on 
10 June 1964, that the British Department had a file “in which | 
' 
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material had been placed which would indicate that there were 
some suspicions" about BELITSKIY, but that "this ‘suspicious’ 
file was not given to the Second Section, American Department, 
when they took over.” t 
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(iii) BELITSKIY Photograph 


. In Octeber 1966 NOSENKO said that he had seen BELITSKIY 
‘in person on several occasions in Geneva in 1962. - Shown BE-. 
LITSKIY's photograph a few days later, NOSENKO failed to re- 
cognize it. ; 


PTO RET 


LAA AAA AON She hc Ree Sete ent tt anna wenn te ee one en eee dnt teens oe 


#4 gee 


‘Ce Information from Other Sources 


BELITSKIY was a chemist. by training and a translator and 
radio commentétor by profession. At the time of his recruit- 
ment, and throughout his relationship with CIA, he was employed 
by Radio Moscow, Fluent in English, he was used primarily as- 

a scientific commentator on programs beamed to the British Isles. 


In addition to his radio work, BELITSKIY frequently served as an -- 


interpreter for the Soviet Government, both at home and abroad, 
and achieved considerable recognition in this capacity during 
such widely publicized events as the POWERS trial “end .GAGARIN's 
visit to England. Ostensibly he was fully trusted by the Soviet 
authorities and was allowed an unusual degree of freedom in his 
association with foreicners. 


HELITSKIY was recruited by CIA in Brussels in September 
1958 while he was serving as an interpreter at the Soviet Pavil- 
ion of the World's Fair. During the period in which he was being 
assessed as 2 potential agent, BELITSKIY created the impressions 
that: first, he was not in full agreement with the current Sov- 
iet regime and probably even harbored some Grudge acainst the 
Soviet system because his father had been purged under STALIN: 
second, he was not averse to considering defection at some future 
date, provided he could do so with his wife; and third, he was 
eager to pick up extra money, in return for which he was willing 
to provide information acquired in the course of his duties. 
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-In the two years prior to his recruitment, BELITSXIY had 
on several occasions been rather outspoken during conversations 
with certain Westerners with whom he had come in contact. His 
frankness ccncerning his disaffection with certain aspects of 
Soviet life as they affected his career as well as his behavior 
on several occasions (includi an _enicode in which ha tried to 

sev- 


borrow money from a member of 
eral years earlier), had convinced the 
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that he was a provocation agent. In talking with 
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the CIA case officer who questioned him about this frar.kness, 
BELITSKIY stated that he had been trying to make contact with 
either British or American Intelligence “for the past three 
years", but that he had "not been able to do so securely." He 
added that he felt he had keen “very careful" to whom he had 
spoken frankl He said that he had “trusted” ‘and had 
felt that could "put him in touch with the proper persons.". 


: The possibility of BELITSKIY's being a Soviet provocation 
was thoroughly and frequently considered, both initially and 

as the case prooressed. In view of available evidence, com- 
bined with the personal impressions of the CIA case officer who 


3 indicated that BELITSKIY is 
most Secretive about his personal affairs and does not 
easily confide in anybody." ; 
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‘claims that he was acting entirely on his own initiative. 


“CIA. He later explained this in terms of his personal security 


’ been used in the past by the KGB; also, that the only way to 


tion. As of October 1960 the CIA position'on the case was 


‘ Rally in Vienna but, he explained later, had no. opportunity to 
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felt that BELITSKIY was sincere, it was judged at the tine of “::.. ; 

his recruinment that BELITEXIY, whatever his true motives, was... fe ah 
not controlled by the KG8. During the 11 hours of meetings in. a 
Brussels, the case cfficer observed, EELITSKIY “did not over- | ee oo: 


sell himself," “claimed no military friends,” “offered no oper-— 
ational leads (even when requested)," “did not actempt to elicit 


"@id not use a single intelliyence term," and convincingly 

appeared to be unfamiliar with secret writing systems. The case 

officer felt that the Soviets would have more to lose than gain 

in sending a provocation agent with the scientific backoround 

and access to information which BELITSKIY appeared to have. This, 

plus the Soviet's expressed fear for his owh security (including 

his staunch refusal to contact American Intelligence inside the 

USSR), and his apparent ignorance of intelligence terminology — ; 
and proréssional techniques, contributed to the initial judcment’ } 
that he was not under KGB control. SELITSK1Y's motivation appear- 

ed to be a combination of factors, including revenge for the per- 

secution of nis father, disaffection with the oppression by the ‘ 
Soviet regime of Jews and intellectuals (he fell into both cate- : 
goriesjac tie shortage of consumer goods for the average Soviet be AS : 
citizen. «when asked point-blank why he was willing to cooperate 

with American Intelligence, BELITSKIY replied with the question: 
"Did you read Dr. Zhivaco?" Although certain aspects of his 
past behavior were somewhat puzzling, none was actually incon- 
sistent with, nor aroused any strong suspicion concerning, his 
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information," “refused ATS contact inside the Soviet Union," : 
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In April 1950 BELITSKLY was in London but did not contact 


1 


June 1960, CIA sent a summary of the operation to MI-6, request- 
ing any assistarce it could provide and offering to share the 
product of the operation. In August MI-6 gave CIA its view: 
BELITSK1Y had come to London with a Soviet intelligence brief; 
his attempts to contact Westerners were so blatant that the KGB 
must have known about them; but it was possible that not all of 
the agent's activities were necessarily controlled by the KGB. 
in September 1960 CIA advised MI-6 of its agreement that BELIT- 
SKIY "undoubtedly had an RIS mission when he came to the UK 
earlier this year," adding the opinion that he probably had 


| 
and also indicated that he thought CIA might comcact him. In . | 
i 
i 


resolve the unexplained points, CIA stated, was to engage in a 
secure interrogation which would include a polygraph examina- 


stated as follows: “As matters now stand we have our doubts | 
as to the bona fides of BELITSKIY, but are not convinced that . acne o) 
all his actions have been controlled by the RIS. We consider 
him teo valuable a potential source to drop without exploring 
all possible avenues of investigation. Subject has acknow- 
ledged access to high-level Soviet scientists and to informa- 
tion of high priority interest." : 


In October 1960, BELITSKIY attended a World Journalists’ 
contact American Intelligence during his 10 day visit. 


The next personal contact with the agent was made in 
London in July 1961* when a series of meetings took place; 


———— 
* PENKOVSKIY (see Part VI.D.7.b.) was also in London (on TDY 
alone) in July 1961. 
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during two of these BELITSKIY wes given a polygraph test. He 
was questioned closely jalbeit in a friendly manner) about his 
relationship with the KCL. He explained that he was frequently 
in contact with persons whom he suspected to be KGS, both in 

his work at Radio Moscow and parcicularly in connection with his 
travels abrcad, but that his only official briefing by the KSB 
was in connection with the POwE25 trial. On another occasion, 
he said, he was told how to handle himself if the “wrong" ques- 
tions were asked at the MARTIN/MITCHELL press conference in 
Moscow, but this was not openly 4 KGB briefing. HELITSKIY also 
indicated that all travellers leaving the USSR were routinely — 


. interviewed anc: briefed, and were told to "sort of keep their 


eyes open” to locate potential targets of information. He said 
he felt that “whatever he had been eble to do along this line” 
had resulted in his being given TDY's abroad and having relative 
freedom of movement... a4 ~ 


At the end of the London debriefings it was concluded by 
MI-6 and CIA tnat BELITSKIY “did noc appear to be practicing 
deception or to be controlled by the RIS." Both did agree, how- 
ever, that he was “evasive when pressed, then glis, but without 
volunteering information."* The majority view at that time was 


‘that the agent's prime motivation was a financial one, coupled 


with an assurance of CIA assistance upon his defection. It was 
also believed that BELITSKIY had py then become so deeply in- 
volved with CIA that it would be very difficult for him to break 
contact and/or to report his plight to the KGB. 


The third contact with BELITSKIY was made in Geneva in May 
of 1962. The CIA case officer met the agent six times, for a 
total of approximately 12 hours. At this series of debriefings 
a second Anerican case officer was introduced. In his report on 
the contact the original case officer stated that he felt 
“stronger than ever that Subject's potential as an agent is 
unlimited." He stated that his original views on BELITSKIY's 
bona fides had not changed and that he felt the latter realized 
that he had passed the point when he could afford to report his 
collaboration with CIA to the KGS. The second case officer 
reported that the reservations which he had had about the acent's 
bona fides before the meetings with him had been dispelled by 
the latter's manner. He also reported, however, that on two 
occasions during the meetings he had had a "sinking feeling“ 
that "the relationship was not kosher." He said that during 
the discussion of the two factions which BELITSKIY claimed 
were then vying with each other in the Soviet Unicn (the 
“moderates" vs. the “hard-liners"), he had the feeling "that 
the tale was concocted and maybe the agent was trying to convey 


* Throughout the course of this operation various individuals 
participating in it expressed doukts about BELITSKIY's bona 
fides. Whatever doubts may have existed, however, they did 
not affect the conduct of the case;.the general consensus was 
that the agent was not controlled by the KGB, and the. case 
continued to be run as if he were not. Moreover, the poly- 
graph examiner reported that BELITSKIY had been “substan- 
tially truthful in his answers to the questions asked," al- 
though he did recommend that the agent be re-examined under 
controlled conditions. , ns: 
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to U.S, authorities something that semeone wanted to have convey- 
ed and could not have done ‘through normal chennels."“ The second 
case officer was also struck, by a chance which he perceived in 
BELITSKIY's manner when they.were discussing the matter of con- 
tact inside the Soviet Union: At first, BELITSKIY was very con- 


“cerned, but toward the end of the meeting he seemed to abandon 


all caution and to be quite happy about it, even suggesting that 
a CIA courier could perhaps bring him some scarce goods. 


Throughout the relationship, however, BELITSKIY exhibited 
great concern for his personal safety. During the period between 
the initial and the second series of meetings, CIA sent him two 
open letters containing secret writing. He responded to the first 
(in time to validate the terms of the contract), but not to the 
second, explaining in e later meeting that his failure to do so 
had been due to fear for his own safety. His reasons for this 
fear (including the fact that the handwriting on the open letter 
was “typically American"), were judged plausible and convincing, 
and his desire to discontinue this tyre of communication was 
respected. Although BELITSKLY did not wish to communicate by 
secret writing, he-did-later agree that “in a matter of gravest 
importance" he would permit CIA to send him a message via some- 
one with whom he could be, logically, in proféssional or social 
contact. He stipulated, however, that it be -someone who was 
entirely "clean" and completely unwitting of the true nature of 
his relationship with CIA. He insisted, moreover, on a guaran- 
tee that if CIA ever did have to communicate with him by any 
means, it should never refer to the supject of a previous 
conversation. He felt that under such circumstances he would 
stand a better cnance of refuting any accusations, since there 
would be no evidence that he had responded to the overtures of 
American Intelligence. BELITSKIY also expressed concern on sev- 
eral occasions for the case officers' welfare as it related to 
his own, cautioning them, for instance, never to go to Berlin 
or to Moscow. 


BELITSKIY was deemed from the first to have access through 
his work to information of unusual value to the United States 
on the Soviet political scene, scientific personalities, and 
science-related events. In addition, it was hoped that through 
various relatives, friends, or acquaintances, he would be able 
to provide some information on certain other high-priority re- 
quirements. During each of the series of debriefings he was 
able to furnish some general information on Soviet political 
factions and currents, on many scientific and governmental 
personalities, and on missile and space-related events. This 
information was in general, however, either not of great value, 
already known, or impossible to evaluate or corroborate. Never- 
theless, the case officer felt that the agent had "no way of 
measuring the usefulness cf any particular piece of informa- 
tion" and that he was "going out of his way to provide us with 
everything he thought might be of possible use." 


BELITSKIY was not able to. answer specific requirements 
in the highest priority fields’ of missiles and atomic energy. 
However, as he himself stressed, he did not have direct access 
to classified documents, and CIA had not expected that he 
would be successful in these areas. On the other ‘hand, he 
did appear to have access to some military information of a 
classified nature through his status in the military reserves. 
Although previously, he said, he had not been interested or 
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' the KGB, neither the results of the polygraph examination, the ae 


attentive at these meetings and hed managed to ayoid ali buc one 
refresher course, he promised to attend in the future ard to try 
te remember everything he could which maght ke of value to CIA. 
Before any benetit from this aspect of his life could ke reaped, 
his reserve status was charged to limited aveilarility” and he 
was no longer expected to attend meetings. 


On the other hand, EELITSKIY was successful in culcivating 
a number of individuals whe were potentially valuable sources of 
information to him on priority tarcet areas. One of these. for 
example, was & cousin who eliegedly was chiet engineer ina 
plant concerned with nuclear submarines. Furthermore, the type 
of information which HELITSKIY was reporting indicat«d that, in i 
the course of his work and through cuitivation and extension of 
his broad range of acquaintances, le should be able in the future i 
to provide CIA with extremely useful information.’ He was able, 
for example, to report thes: items wnicn were censored from his i 
scientific program manus.ripes because of theirs security impli- : 
cations. He also occasionally received interesting news in ad- 
vance of its publication. He had tearned otf the ouster of the 
Americar diplomat, Kermit S. MIDTHNUN 'some time before it was 
officially announced, in October 1952. We aiso had knowledge of 
the attitudes and activities of certain non-Soviers in Moscow 
who were of interest to CIA, sucn as Francis Gary POWERS, and 
waS acquainted with several Westerners who had defected to the 
USSR. Also, BELIISKIY remarked that he had once known someone 
who had lived in the house of “the real Rudolf ABFL," this 
friend had told him that Rudolf Ivanovich ABEL, the KG2 Illegal 
arrested in the United States. had merely assumed the adentity 
of the reai ABEL, who hac’ died. 
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With regard to certain specific agsignments which he failed | 
to carry out, BELITSKIY invariabty oftered expianacions for his } 
inability to do so (usually relating fear for his personal se- 
curity) which were difficuit to regard as unreasonable. One 
example was his decision ‘at the Last minute" noc to Ering to 
CIA the Radio Moscow telephone book which he had been asked to 
get. He “had it in his hand while pa.king." he said, but felt 
that “because of a current réorganizarion at the Radio" the 
information would ce “outdated by the tame CIA gor it and that 
therefore he did not think it worth risking its being found if 
his baggage should be inspected. 
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Evaluations of BELITSKIY's behavior, attitudes and apparent 
motivation, and production were continually made in the course 
of the case. Although there was a definite feeling that he had 
not been frank about the full extent of his relationship with | 


seh be eee 3 ule 


conclusions of a graphological analysis, nor the judements of zs 
the two individuals who had contacted him personally during oe 
the three series of debriefings tended to contradict these con- : 4 

clusions directly. : : oe 


Moreover, as the case progressed, it appeared that his voy 
reputation within the Soviet Union was growing and that his : 
usefulness to CIA was increasing correspondingly. His personal 
contacts and potential sources of information. became more nu- 
merous as his job responsibilities increased, The trust which 
his superiors placed in him seemed to be borne out by the 
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freedom he was allowed. It appeared that there was a good 
chance he would be permitted to exit the Soviet Union from time 
to time and would therefore be able to get informatior. to us 
despite his reluctance to communicate from within. He was thus 
considered, on the whole, to be a-nighly useful potential, if 
not actual, source of positive intelligence information who was 
basically motivated to help American Intelligence. 


After the NOSENKO information was received in June 1962, 
CIA continued the BELITSKIY operation. A fourth series of meet- 
ings was held with the agent in the United States in October of 
1962, -BELITSKIY was at that -cime accompanying a Soviet dcelega- 
tion to "The Second Informal Conference of Influential Ameri- 
cans and Soviets"(at Andover, Mzssachusetts), a gathering of 
prominent Soviet and Anerican citizens to discuss international 
problems in the interests of world peace.* The Soviet delega- 
tion of 16 was headed by a member of the CPSU Central Committee, 
who was listed as a representative of the Soviet Trade Union 
Press. The conference occurred during the Cuban crisis, 21 to 
27 October 1962.** 


During this extremely critical period in Soviet-American 
relations, BELITSKIY comnunicated the following points to his 
CIA case officers: 


. = The members of the delegation had been briefed in 
Moscow by the First Deputy Foreign Minister to be concilia- 
tory, even to the degree of pointing out that the Soviet 
Union disagrees with China on the distribution of nuclear 
weapons to other powers, and to avoid any position which 
could be regarded as offensive to the American partici- 
pants. 

- BELITSKIY “personally” regarded President KENNEDY's 
announcement of a "blockade" of Cuba as appalling. He 
stated that he was convinced that Cuba could have been 
weaned from the Soviet Union by very careful handling 
without alienating opinion in other countries, and that 
the President's action tended to strengthen the position 
of the "hard line, tough talk" faction in the Soviet 
Government. Immediately following the President's an- 
nouncement, the delegation was instructed to make the 
Soviet position plain, but to do so in a moderate tone. 


- The leader of the Soviet delegation had partici- 
pated in a discussion with Norman COUSINS, of The 
Saturday Review, who explained to him the reasons for 


originally sponsored by Cyrus EATON, identified by PENKOV- 
SKIY as a GRU contact. 


**Also participating was S.I. BEGLOV, who had conferred with 
G.N. BOLSHAKOV on 19 October 1962. in New York, ostensibly 
on matters connected with the USSR magazine: See Part 
V.F.10. y . . 
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the President's stand on Cuba. “According to BELITSKIY, 
who had acted as interpreter, the Soviérs' reply to 
COUSINS was that the USSR had refused to give nuclear 
weapons to China and that there would ce no point in 
risking en affront to Communist.China by giving advanced 
weapons to Cuba. de said the Soviet Union was willing 
to enter into negotiations with the United Srates on the 
question of the spread of nuclear weapons co other 
countries. (COUSINS' explanation of President KENNEDY's 
Stand was that he was pressured by the coming election 
and the need to circumvent criticism py the Republican 
Party; by Congressional leaders; and by a report that 
Congress would soon learn of the irrefutable evidence 
concerning the Soviet missile buildup in Cuba. 


Except for once sailing abroad on a Soviet cruise ship, 
BELITSKIY has not been seen in the West since his October 1962 
visit to the United States. His voice, however, has been heard 
frequently in broadcasts from Radio Moscow since that time. 

Among BELITSKLY's broadcasts waS a two-part series of 22 November 
and 2 December 1965, beamed to the United Kirncdom and to eastern 
North America, calied ‘Inquest Into the. Facts’ surrounding the 
publication of The Perkovsk1y Papers. 7 
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a. Compromise of POPCV 


(i) Introduction 

Twice during the first meeting with ClA in Geneva in June 
1962 NOSENKO alluded to the compromise of the CIA agent penetra- 
tion of the GRU, Lt. Col. P.S. POPCY, and at the next meeting ne 
attributed the compromise to KGH surveillance of a CIA orficer in 
Moscow mailing a letter to FOPOY. Essentially the same story of 
the POPOV compromise was given by NCSENKO in 1904, with cervain 


that ce led ro the discovery of POPOV's status as 
a CIA agent, cut Seem also said that POPOV was uncer some 
security suspicion prior to the letter-meiling incident. Neither 
NOSENKO nor these other two sources, epee TU UA Dated et tess 
supplied a precise date for this incigent peycnd the statement 
in one of the CKEREPANOV papers that it occurred in January 1959. 
Tre actual date cf the letrec mailint was the 2lst of that month, 
and hence according to NOSENKO, “az EWP and rhe CHEREPANOV papers, 
it was then thar the KGOB establisiene fact of POPOV's collabor- 
ation wath CIA, Information from GOLITSYN, however, places the 
tine of the compromise as ezrly a3 1957, and GOLITSYN has aiso 
stated that a KsB agent (rather than KGS surveillance) was the 
cause of the compromises. 
ad ; 

Presented below are selected portions of the CIA operation 
with POPOV, followed by the informacion on POPIV's compromise 
from NOSENKO, CHEREPANOYV, (QRSRSEAER anid GOLLTSYN. 


iy 


(ii) CIA Operation with Proroy 


After 32 months of contacts with CIA while he was stationed 
in Austria, POPOV was transferred in September 1955 to East Ger~ 
Many to become a case officer at the GRU (tactical) intelligence 
point in Schwerin, and contacts with CIA were resumed in January 
1956. ‘he GRU reassigned POPOV on 28 June i957 to the inspection 
Directorate, a stratecic intelligence element in Berlin/Karlshorst, 
where he handled some of the Iiicgais being dispatched from, re- 
turning to, and training in East Berlin. There he remained in 
contact with CIA until his recall te “Moscow in November 1958 (see 


-below). Meanwhile: 


- During July and until 13 August 1957 POPOV handled 


“aes, a, @ total of five Illegals passing through East Berlin and 


was made responsible for a sixth Illegal in training there. 
He was relieved of the latter responsibility on 2 November 
1957. 


- The next and last Illegal to be assigned to POPOV, 
in early October 1967, was a woman whose true identity ts. 
believed to be M.N. TAIROVA. She was destined to join 
her husband, I.A. TAIROV, in the United States. Before 
her dispatch froin Werlin on 1 November 1957 to New York 


* The CHEREPANOV papers are discussed at greater length in 
Part VI.D.7.c. 
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Chat tied a EE Eby ARs Soe cea ae? eggs the 
FEY piiced tne woman under surveillance when the entered 
the United Staces at New Yorn City on 27 Novenker 1957, 
and the FSI observed rer first meeting with TALROV on & Dec- 
ember 1957, in accoréance with the plan which POPOV had re- 
ported to CIA, The TAIROY couple remained under FEL survetl- 
lance until their disappeerence on if March 1958. POPS 
subsequently expressed concern for nis personel security, as 
an afternath cf learning that the TAIPOV couple told the CRU 


about having been under surverllance.’ 
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_ From 12 LDecenoer 1957 to 19 January 1953 POPOV was hoe 3 
on leave in the USSR. Upon his returr to Porlin/Karlshorst, ; “3 
he was removed fron the Tllegals-handling unit and placed i : 
in the unit dealing with Iliegal supeort agents. 
~ POPOV reports of March through Cctoker 1958 show that j 3 
the KGK wes then conducting investigations of tne Tl al } 4 
handling unit and that two hoo counterintel lig I i 
were taking the initiative in associating with hin. . 3 
In November 1958 POPOV was recalled to Moscow for the expressed 
purpose of discussing an tllegal support ecqent of ris, ana he did : 
not return to Berlin/KarJshorst. brush contacts between POPCV i : 
and Russell LANGELLE, a CIA officer statianed at the Moscow on- mt : 
passy, tock place on 4 and 2) Junuary, 13 Maren, 23 July, 18 Sep- i : 
tember, and 16 October 1959. George aINTERS, aleo 2 Cia officer : i r 
at the fnbessy, mailed a letter to Porcv on 2) January 1959, i ; 
POPOV passed @ message to LANGELLE on 18 Septeméer 1959 report- > bs } 
ing that he had been arrected and doubled by the HGB in February : 
of that year.** At the final brush contact, on 16 October 1959, ‘ 
Soviet authorities detained, questioned, mete recruitment over- ad 
tures to,crd eventually (several hours afterward) released LANG- ‘ 3 
ELLE, He was then declared persona non grata by the Soviet 3 
4 


Government.*** 


tee ues 


ws 
** There are strong indications that this message cevealing 
POPOV's arrest in February 1959 was prepared at the directicn 
, i of the KG3, The message opened with the following remarks: 
io. “te, .'"Goncerning my compromise, I was arrested in February. The ; 
: compromise started from the compromise of our Illegals (the 
husband and wife in the U.5.).... Then your firse letter to 


“4 “s2" : (me at my home in) KALININ was intercepted." (This 18 a © ee a ee 
| reference to the letter mailed by WINTERS.) aan 
; . ***The Soviet Government declared WINTERS persona non grata on 
! 26 Aucust 1960, and at that time the Soviet press linked him 
i to LANGELLE-POPOV case. NOSENKO was asked on 1 July 1964 why 
\ WINTERS was not expelled from the USSR at the time, LANGELLE ; 


- was, in October 1959.. He answered: "First of all, ‘why ‘should. 
_we (the KGB) show how we found out (about POPOV)? Then it : 


was thought that if WINTERS stays, maybe we can find more } ti 
‘POPOVs, £ WINTERS sends some more le ters." : oe : 
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‘never in my life. TI aiso know about 


-to meet him in Moscow..." He went 
want to have happen to hirr w 
‘end of the- meeting NOSFUKC remerhed: 


But LANGELLE was not guilty. It was not LANGELLE w 
i Another person was responsible for the comprcmise, 


532. 


Aiii) Cause and Date cf the Compromise 


(a) Information from NOSENKO. 
: Early in the first meating with CIA ir Sune 1962, NOSENO 
‘outlined the terms for his cooperation with, CIR and Said: “Never 
in my life will I go in contace (with CIA) in Moscow"or the UZ5R, 

> LANGELT ana POPOV; T know 
this matter. hen it was abroad it was fire, Lut wren you decided 
on to explain that he aid rot 
hat hed happened to porov, Near the 
"J can tell how LANGELLE 
blew FOPOV - not LANGELLE, hut becavse of whon ana why we found 


him - for your future use, so thet you will knew how to operate. 
no was gailtry. 


“Next time." 


NOSENKO fulfilled this promise. He Lagan by praising LANG- 
ELLE, whom he described as a competent otficer exsploying sound 
operational teciniques, and said: "“LANGELLE dic not blow the 
operation. AINTERS blew it." WINTERS, NOSESKO continued, had 
been observed mailing a letter by oné or two members of a KSB 
surveillance team (no sate given). The KGS intercepted the 
letter, arrested POPOV, and controlled his future meetings with 


LANGELLE, about three in number.* 


During an examination and discussion of that portion of the 
CHEREPANOV papers bearing on the POFCV case, NOSENKO on 3 Febru- 
ary 1954 confirmed the authenticity of their contents and re- 
affirmed that surveillance of the letter-mailing by WINTERS had 
led to the identification, arrest, ard doubling of POPOV by the 
KGB. Althouch at this time NOSENKO commented chat the WINTERS 
letter to POFOV definireliy cid not contain metka, he said in 
June 1964 that the letter had Leen chemically treated, i.e., with 


metka. ** 


NOSENKO was asked in July 1964 to descrikte the format and 
contents of the official KGP erizntation on the POPOV case, en- 
titled "Boomerang," which he claimed to have read, Accordiag 
to NOSENKO, this top secret document made no reference either 
to WINTERS or to the letter-mailing incident. He added that 
the document was not entirely factual and some of it contained 
sanitized information. 


(b) Information from PAS 
Besides the suspicions attached to POPOV because of the 
TAIROV case, Sqapaaam reported @imiiiaaind gethat POPOV was re~ 
called to Moscow because of his correspondence witn his Bust 
rian girlfriend via a conspiratorial address in Berlin: G y 


.* As previously indicated, four brush contacts were made sub- 


sequent to zi January i959. 


_]** "Metka! the Russian word for "mark" or “sign” is used, to 


’ it is said by NOSENKO to have 


refer to a "thief powder:' 
of clan- 


been a KGB operational aid used in the detection 
destine mail. nn 
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Teo of the CHEREPANOV gocuments, dated Cctober 1669 
the eccivities of LANCELLE HS an knoer to 
particular, they state thee survediisree of AIA Tt3 
Jevter "in Cenuarcy 1959" was who sole se 
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$5 Yo @sray 196 M2 2ON Gd > fhe et ven 
hat é ent reported there lean in the Jovierc 
; mailita 1) é valving information 
of é« mili ; Z Lieal vature, GOLITEYN 
believed Orientacson indica the agents report 
Was rece by the KG in aboun iGig ttre he crientation 
iso S814 The KOU thereupon regan an anvestidgation; learn- 
ing that LANGELLE was posted-.to Muscow for the purpirse of 
henéling a special agent, the EGi imnediately pauced him 
under survelliance;‘tf£in the course of this surveillance 
the KG! observed a brush contete between LAIGELLE and 


***%Georce BLAKE, the British Inteliagence officer arrested in 
April 1961 on charges of espionace for the Sovicts, has 
acmittsd passing to the KGB in May and June! 1957 ingormation 
from anc related to POPOV: the details which he ‘hes acknow- A 
ledged giving the KGE, however, were net sufficient fer the 4 
KGB to have identificd FOPOV as the source. nor to have’ 3 
Placed the agent in the Tliegals-hendling unit in Berlin/ 
Karlshorst.  - 


*****LANGELLE arrived in Moscow in January 1958. 
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POPOV; after the second such contact, POPOV was 
arrested. * 


- GOLITSYN named a KGS officer who had peen 
stationed in Vienna where he was working on Yugoslav 
targets; this officer wa3°aware of POPOV's association 
with the Austrian woman (see above), suspected POPOV, 
and although he reported his suspicions, nothing was done 
about them. All of this occurred while POPOV was serving 
in Austria (until September 1955). Some time in 1957 or 
1958, GOLITSYN, continued, the KG3 was told by a source that 
POPOV was an agent. The KGB then assigned this KGL officer 
to Germany because he. knew POPOV and was familiar with 
the background.”* 


- General I.A. SEROV was Chairman of tie KGB when 
the first information about FOPOV's agent status was 
. received. *** 


summary, what GOLITSYN has said about the compromise indicates 


that a KG3 agent provided the lead to POPOV and that this lead 
was received in 1957 cr 1958. 


***SEROV was KGB Chairman until the latter part. of 1958, 


As stated above, POPOV's message of 18 September 1959 said 


he had been arrested in the previous February: if this 
portion cf the message is correct, the orientation there- 
fore indicates that the KGB observed the first LANGELLE- 
POPOV brush contact, on 4 January 1959, and POPOV was 
arrested some time after the second brush contact; on 

21 January 1959. 


Although COLITSYN gave this officer's name as KOTCV, 
GOLITSYN's other facts about him make it clear that he 
was referring to KGB Colonel M.V. ZHUKOV, Stationed in 
Vienne during the 1953-55 period and, like POPOV, working 
against Yugoslav targets, ZHUKOV was personally known to 
POPOV. On 23 November 1957 POPOV said: “Can you imagine 
whom I ran into in Karlshorst two or three times? It was 
my competitor on Yugoslav operations when I was in Vienna. 
Do you remember ZHUKOV of the KGB?... He may be assigned 
here or /may te/ on TDY, but he has just come recently." 
(A year later POPOV reported that ZHUKOV was still in 
Berlin/Karlshorst working, he believed, in Anglo-American 
operations.) It would thus appear that the KGB sent: 
ZHUKOV to Berlin not long before 23 November 1957 and in 
connection with the investigation of POPOV. : 


no 


TOP SECRET 


woke Falient fe 


We babs ae de Ae Se oe 


eee te 


FIT aie a, 


_ In January 1964 NOSENKO gave a detailed account of the compro- 
mise of GRU Colunel O.V. PENKOVSKIY, the CIA and British Inteili- 
gence (AI-6) penetration agent whcse arrest by the KGB was. . 
announced on 2 November 1962. In «subsequent debriefings and: in- 


terrogations NOSENKO has offered further information on certain 


aspects of the PENKOVSKLY compromise, continuing to maintain that 


' it was brought about by KGB surveillance in Moscow curing 19627 


Also according to NOSENKO, it was not until the latter stages of 
the operation that the KGB realized American Intelligence was: 
involved with MI-6 in this operation. 


The reports by NOSENKO and other sources on the PENKOVSKIY 
compromise are presented below, but to place them in context, 
they are preceeded by a brief summary of the PENKOVSKIY cperation 
from the CIA and MI-6 standpoint. 


(ii) Resume of the PENKOVSKIY Operation 


In August 1966 PFNKOVSKIY gave two American tourists a pack- 
age of materials to deliver to the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. These 
materials included a description of a propos2d dead drop site at 
Number 2 Pushkin Street, which PENKCVSKI]Y had selected for a pos- 
sible communication channel; in the letter PENKOVSKIY enclosed in 
the package, he also gave his home telephone number and instructions 
for a call to be placed to him at a certain time to indicate that 
the package had been receivad and that the Americans were interested 
in further contact with him. Efforts to make this telephone con- 
tact with PENKOVSKIY faiied, as did several additional efforts on 


“his part to establish contact with the U.S. Embassy. The Pushkin 


Street address was checked from the outside on two occasions there- 


after by z 
who walked past th jiding cn 12 November and 4 December 1960. 
On 21 January 19€1 went inside the building and checked 


the precise location of the dead drop site, behind the radiator 

in the vestibule of this building. (On 30 December 1961, John 
ABIDIAN, U.S. Embassy Security Officer and coopted CIA worker, 
also went inside the building to check for possible ioading ef the 
dead drop by PENKOVSKIY.) In April 1961, PENKOVSKIY succeeded in 
making contact in Moscow with the British businesszian, Greville 
WYNNE, with whom he was already acquainted from previous trips to 


“Moscow by WYNNE. Through WYNNE, PENKOVSKIY passed to MI-6 docu- 


ments and notice of his forthcoming trip to London in April. MI-5 
promptly netified CIA, and the two services jointly conducted the 
operation until it was terminated by the KGB on 2 November 1962. 


Throughout this period PENKOVSKIY served in a GRU element 
under cover of the State Committee for Science and Technology 


_'(GKKNR) in Moscow, and it was under GKKNR cover that PENKOVSRKIY . 


travelled abroad three times, to England in April-May and July- 
August 1961 and to France in September-October 1961. In addition. 
to PENKOVSKIY's personal meetings with American and British case* 
officers while on these TDY's, there were 27 exchanges of ae 
materials in Moscow. The CIA and MI-6 intermediaries used for 
these exchanges were WYNNE, on his business trips to the. USSR; Mrs. 
Anne CHISHOLM, wife of an MI-6 officer stationed at the British 
Embassy; * Ma ee ee i < 


* "The KGB penetration agent in MI-6, George BLAKE, had iden- 
tified CHISHOLM as a fellow officer prior to the time this 
_couple was posted. to Moscow. He had also identified 
to the KGB as a CIA officer prior tol ee ivat in 

Moscow. 
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PENKOVSKIY himself reported havirg obscrcved surveiliance 
coverage at two Street meetings with Hrs. CUlScOLM in January 
1962,* and both PENZOVSELY and WINNT noted surve:llance cf 
their meeting in early July 1962. The uperation came to an 

nd when WYNNE Was zrrested in Hungary and Richara JACOB, of 

the CI Station, respending to an cnerygency signal to service 
the Pushxin Street dead drop, was apprenended at the scene on 

2 November 1962. In May 1963 3 pubiiec trisl was held in Moscow, 
followed by am announcement of ERUKUVSKIY's execerion and : 
WYKNE's imprisonment. WYNNE was reierred on 22 April 1964, in 
exchange for a KGB Illegal jailed in Eagiand, and he was sub- 
sequently cebriefed by CLA and British authorities on his ex- 
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periences at the hands of the KGB. , 
d 

(iii) Statements by NOSENKO 4 
(a) Sl i Bil 3 
] ? 

. Miste t 1 “4 

At the 1962 meetings with CIA four Mouths i “ 

before the PENKCVSKIY operation was NOQUENEO made no ie 
reference to PENRKOVSKIY and the Fush fead drop. (In : : 
19€4 he said that before his farst # Ia he mad known : a 
of the visit to the dead crop Ly the Security Officer, i 4 
John V. ABIDIAN, but that as of June at as no reason for - : a 
him te recall or report this incident.) In June lied, however, i 4 
NOSENKO did raise a matter hich apreacs to be directly related i 3 
F ' 4 

q 


to PENKOVSKIY. This item concerned U.S. Marine Cor’ s Colonel 
Leo J. DULACKI, the Assistant Naval Rttache.** NO3/sKO volun- 
teered that DULACKI was an active intelligence officer believed ey 
by the KGB to belorg to CLA. The KGE “overheare™ (from a micro- : 
phone in DULACKI's office) that the Assistant Naval Attache was EY 
to meet an Indonesian in a restaurant, and the KGL therefore ; 

placed a concealed microphone at their restaurant table. From -_ 
the monitored conversation the KGB learned TULACKI was j 
attempting to recrvit the Indonesian Sy UB and was 


After the secone such observation, on 19 January 1962, the 
last of their street meetings, PEUKOYSKIY broke contact with 


“yrs, CHISHOLM until 26 Maxch 19C2. 


Sees Sieh ee ee eon 


a% DULACKI, who has had no affiliation with CIA, served in Moscow 

from August 1958 untii April 1961. NOSESHO saia on 29 January 

fe 1965 for the first time that he personeliy supervised American 

_Embassy Section operations against ail U.S. “Nilatary Attaches, 

“which would have included DULACKT, fron approximately January 
1960 until May or June 1960. Cn 3 


20 October 1966, NOSENKO indi-~ 
-cated, also for the first time, that from apout February 1960 until 
about April 1960 he personally 


was the case officer for Naval 
Attache personnel at the U.S. Embassy in addition to his general 
supervisory responsibilities. 


{ 

i 

| 

i 

| (See Part V.E.3.e.-) According 

| to NOSENKO, DULACKI was neither recruited nor approached for ; 
| recruitment by the KGB; he could not remember the names of the 

i KGB agents who might have been targetted against-.DULACKI, and the 
| only item of interest KGB from_an 
source was that conce ees 


obtained about DULACKI oy the 
rning this meeting with the 


. Lee 53 CEE ete ten a gaat ol 
seeking information. from him on. ‘Soviet shi “to Indonesia. 
NOSENKC spelled che Indonesian’ s. name sof bY. Ata Later 
meeting in 1962 NOSENKS added twat the Kop nad recruited & 
in 1961, Lut he did net indicate whether this 1.27 occurred 

. pefore or after the restaurant meeting with DCULACKIL 


Speaking of SJYLACKi's restaurant meeting, HOSENKO ‘cold CIA 

in 1964 that DULACKI was working aygijinst the indonesian e. 

oN ey eres and he mage no reference to the weed ; 

etaeer or to the name QBSER. Asked why he lad given 7 
ees Gifferent name for the Indonesian in 1962, NOSENKO replied: “Mayce . “ 
there were two different ones." , 


ra] 


NCSENKO was questioned further about LVLATKI and the Indcon- 
esien during the Uctober 19€6 interrag yations: 
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Question: who was DULACKI's agent? 


NOSENKO; AS I was telling zou, 


restaurant with Gs a eee . 
of the Indcnesian ines iy agne™ : ; 

In 1931 this was. I don't rememrer wren. “tt was 

when I teas supervising we x against code clerks. When 


I began to work, after a month or 20, I took the files 
on havel attaches and then, after two montns, I gave 


oD Valenubdlnen . 


them co BELOGLAZOV. I immediately went on leave after - 3 
two weexs, for a month. I took the files either hbe- : 4 
fore oc after leave. : 3 

q 


Question: why only the Navy? 


NOSENKO: It was decided by KOVSKUK. Take only the Navy while 
you're getting acquainted with the Sect ion. At the 
Same time, the case officer DRANOV was retiring. He - 
handled only the Naval cfficers. 1 didn't take the 
Army or Air Force. This incident touk place iater 
with € ; 


Question: Can you give a more definite time? 


NOSENKO: He was sitting with at a tanle. Their conver- 
cation was controlled by N-extra fa niniaturized 
trangistor temporary microphone/. 


Question: How did you hear about this? 


o - NOSENKO: I was Deputy Chief of the section. I don't remember 
mt ; who reported it. .I saw the syocka (report) myself. 


ar 


in Moscow from = 47" 
ails ng acebriefed on 22 Jan- 
uary 1965 about his post-errest interrogation by the KGB, 
WYusE reported that the KGB played back a portion of a ape 
recording of his conversation with PENKOVSKIY at the Judapest _o 
Restaurant in Moscow on 27 Hay 1961. This: portion, WYNNE : re 
_ - said, dealt with PENKOVSKIY's remarks to WYNNE. about, a girl- oo on 
Boe friend with «hom he had become acquainted Guring the 1. , . - 


May 193 ‘DY to London: FPENKOVSKIY called the woman 
(or '§ . The KGB interrogators indicated to WYNNE that 
they thought '‘iywas a cryptonym, and they demanded that 


_ WYNNE explain its significance, “but WYNNE was unable to do 
SO. : 
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Question: Any other details? 


NOSENKO: what I remembered 1 reported before. 


Question: «who gave you the ame Spee fe 


NOSENKO: DULACKI was also acquainted wich ES hut there was no 
recorded conversation like @Zg¥a “He knew 3 also. 
An Indonesian. ba 


Question: How did you hear aienut this? 


Pad, 


NOSENKO: Working in the First (U.S. Embassy) Section I heard 
' maybe frem BELOGLAZOV, I don't rememcer who. I also 
heard this opinior, that maybe he was a contact or an * 
agent. But no proof. 


Question: What was his positicr? 


a Jeus, tails woulda, 


NOSEXKO: A military officer. that ts, intelligence. I don't 
remember anything e!se, i 


When esked in January 1964 whether he knew how PENKOVSKIY 
was compromised, NOSENKO answered ¢hat he had "all the details” : 
and then gave the following account: : 


as da Se gate bh tI Dt dae teks. = 


Ever since the POPOV case (see Part VI.D.7.a.) there 
had been intensive surveillance of personnel from the U.S. 
and British Embassies in Moscow, As a result of this sur- a 
bo 
i 
j 
H 


co Ser oeed 


veillance, Mrs. CHISHOLM was seen ducking into an alcove, 
evidently following a Soviet citizen whom the surveillance 
team was unable to identify. Surveillance coverage of 
Mrs. CHISHOLM - and, indeed, on all British Embassy per- 
sonnel - was immediately increased, and she was soon 
observed following the same Soviet citizen on the street 
in a clandestine manner. The Soviet citizen was identi- 
fied as PENKOVSKIY. 


wet ee 


The KGB immediately launched a full investigation 
of PENKOVSKIY, including a complete check of his back- 
ground. To avoid alerting him, knowledge of the investi- 
gation was kept to a minimum, and surveillance of him was 
- restricted to stationary points in the neighborhood of 
-'. Ris residence and office. As one part of the investiga- 
tion, aman who closely resembled PENKOVSKIY and dressed 
- °  .. Dike him was made to walk in front of Mrs. CHISHOLM when — 
chee"  Bhe was on a Moscow street; when she began to follow 
: this man, the KGB thus obtained confirmation of its 
identification of PENKOVSK1Y. Another part of the in- 
vestigation entailed a search of the PENKOVSKIY apartment; 
to seccomplish this, he was given a drug whicn made hin 
so ill that hospitelization was necessary, and. Mrs. “ 
PENKOVSKIY was lured fron: the apartment on a ruse; nothing 
was found during this search. The KSB next aimed a power- 
ful telescope at the window in PENKOVSKIY's apartment and 
obtained an apartment directly above his; fromthe over- 
hanging balcony of the apartment occupied by the KGS some 
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flower pots were suspended, one of them able to take 
pictures through the window of the epartnent below; in 
this manner the KGS photographed PENKOVSK1LY removing: 
"suspicious materials" from the back part of his desk; 
in the search of the apartment which followed, these 
materials were found in the desk, kut the KGB left them 


there. 


By the time W/NNE visited Moscow in July 1962, both 
he and PENKOVSKLY were under surveillarce, and their sus- 
picious behavior in front of the Feking Restaurant on 
5 July gave the KGB another conclusive indicator of PENKOV- 
SKIY's activities. Also, tne KGB was eble to monitor 
conversations between PENKOVSKILY end WYNNE in the latter's 
hotel room, despite the fact that PENKOVSKIY turned on 
water faucets while they were talking. 


PENKOVSKIY was arrested only when the KGB knew that 

WYNNE was scheduled to go to a Satellite country. PENKOV— 
SKLY gave a complete confession, and it was only at this 
point that the KGE realized American Intelligence was in- 
volved in the operation. After PESKOVSKIY revealed details 
apout the Pusnxin Street dead drop, the KGe correlated this 
information with that contained in the surveillance report 
of ABIDIAN's presence at the spot. * Nevertheless, in 

_ arranging a trap at Pushkin Street on Z November 1962,the 
KGB expected the dead crop to pe serviced by someone from 

,#ho Reitich Embassy. Instead, JACOB 

was apprehended there. 


The KGB felt that it had obtained all pertinent in- 
formation from PENKOVSKIY and that he was “beyond redemp- 
tion" even for future interrogation. PENKOVSKIY was 
executed. 


In subsequent questioning soon after his defection, NOCSENKO 
repeatedly claimed that the KGB had no prior knowledge of ‘merican 
Intelligence participation in the PENKOVSKIY operation until 
JACOB's arrest on 2 November 1962 at the Pushkin Street dead drop. 


NOSENKO was asked in July 1964 for details on the KGB 
official report (obzor) about the PENKOVSKIY case. He said that 
he had never read the report because, although printed, it nad 
not been circulated as of the time of his departure for Geneva 
in January 1964. By O.M. GRIBANOV (Chief of the KGB Second Chief 
Directorate) and "various other case officers," however, NOSENKO 
was told of certain of the items which would appear in the KGB 


‘official report and most of which he had already reported. The 


fact that the KGB surveillance team had failed to identify 


-'\ PENKOVSKIY at his first observed meeting with Mrs, CHISHOLM, 
.NOSENKO added at this time, would not be included in the report. 


According to ’GRIBANOV, whereas the report would state the KGS 
knew PENKOVSKIY was working for both the British and American 
services, in reality the KGB did ‘not know of the Americans' 
involvement until PENKOVSKIY was arrested. Witn regard to this 
Jatter point, NOSENKO said that the KGB investigation of PENKOV- 
SKIY was handled by officers from: the British Department: rather 
than the American Department of the KGB Second Chief Directorate, 


- : , , 
* See Part V.E.3.d. for details of ABIDIAN's visit to the Push- 
kin Street dead drop on 30 December 1961. 
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“JACOB has not indicated that such an attempt was made. 


** This Directorate is responsible for counterintelligence and 


540. ee vas,, cee 
except for V.M. XOVSHUK of the latter departme rthermore, 


NOSENKO stated, the KG6 interrogators attenipted to force JACOB 
to admit he was a British citizen.* | aks 


In February 1965 NOSENKO provided his most.complete zccounr : Po % 
Of the PENKOVSK1Y compromise and the KG3 investigation which 
ensued: a 


"The first that PENKOVSKIY appeared in life of the 
KGB was during one of WYNNE's visits to Moscow. The KGB 
knew cf PENKOVSKIY's acquaintance with AYNNE and that he 
was even visiting him in the hotel where WYNNE was staying. 
The KGS checked with the GRU, and the GRU answered that 
PENKOVSKIY was working on WYNNE as a target, PENKOVSKIY 
was working in the GKKNR as a cover, and dYNNE ‘was one of 
his acquaintances. Later, there was massive surveillance 
of the employees of the British Embassy - I don't know 
exactly with whom - but PENKOVSKIY was noticed being in 
contact with someone from the British Embassy. but sur- 
veillance lost him... Later he was neciced with the wife 
of British Embassy officer CHISHCLM. At this point, the 
KGB didn't tell the GRU anything, because the GRU had no { 
right to have any contact with any foreign embassy people t 
without telling the KCG8 - except at official receptions 
if 
{ 
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and functions, and éven here they have to tell the KGB 
so that surveillance will know. And when surveillance 
noticed PENKOVSKIY with Mrs. CHISHOLM, they immediately 1 
recognized him as the guy they had lost. , : \ 


we Sid baked es tery come 


"This was the beginning of the very active work on 
PENKOVSKIY - without telling the GRU. They (the British 
Department, KGB Second Chief Directcrate) were checking 
his work at the GKKNR, They managed with the help of 
the KGB Third Directoraz«**to leok at his file. And 
they tried to control him et home. They were afraid to 
put him under regular surveillance because he would 
immediately find out - he was a capable officer - but.” 
they put surveillance on him from time to time. However, 
they set up a closed (fixed surveillance) post in a 
building opposite his apartment, about 200 meters away. 
They got a flat there, set up a post, and watched his 
window with a telescope. They also used the flat directly 
above PENKOVSKIY's flat. Here they even put microphones 
to hear his conversations with his wife and tapped the 
telephone of course, Then they noticed that he was hiding 
something in his desk, taking the drawer out and putting 
something behind, And when-he was taking off his shirt 
he was putting notes (inside). They noticed him taking 
pictures. Above his flat there was a balcony with 


which could be lowered so that it could take pictures 
through PENKOVSKIY's window by command (remote control) 
from the closed pest. This was to get evidence, to 
see the documents he was working with. 


“There was another meeting with WYNNE, PENKOVSKIY 
met WYNNE in WYNNE's hotel. They spoke in the bathroom 
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with the water running. Bst the KGB manaced to intercept 
the conversation - not everything, but several words indi- 
cating there was something incriminating. PEUKOVSKIY 
called WYNNE and they agreed to meet at the Peking Restau- 
rant, put PENKOVSKIY was checking (for Survellliance) and 

did not go with WYNNE into the restaurant as they had 
agreed, but welked akout the city with hin. Surveillance 
tried to monitor their conversation from a distance of 200 
meters with a special microphone like a long pipe. sone meter 
long, or maybe a little less. 


“They decided to enter PENKOVSKIY's apartment and see 
what was hidden in his desk. In the GRU they controlled 
what documents PENKOVSKIY was taking... 


"They used a drug to put him in the hospital, a pre. 
paration which they put on his chair. He inhaled it nto 
his body and got sick. His skin became reddened and he 
felt pain and had to go tc a doctor, a military doctor who 
put him immediately in the hospital. He wert to a military 
hospital - they were ready for him there - ana was hospital- 
ized... They considered his wife. then his Wife s mother, 
or his mother, or maid - i Zon't know - and the elder girl 
in school. On the second day of his illness a KGB officer 
disguised as a soldier came to PENKOVSKIY's flat and cola 
his wife that the coctors wanted her to be checked because 
it was possible PENKOVSKIY had a contagious disease. not 
serious. She went to the hospital, and the flat was en- 
tered. Keys had been mace before. They took pictures of 
everything. They found many things, code pads ard so on, 
which showed that he was really working. After that they 
Gecidea’ to arrange his arrest. 


“PENKOVSKIY was supposed to go abroad, and the KGB 
did everything to prevent it, but in such a way that he 
‘wouldn't understand. They even cancelled a whole delega- 
tion.* This was while they were: still trying to get’ proof. 


"Then WYNNE came to Hungary. They arrested PENKOVSKIY 
and I think one or two days later they took WYNNE. 


“The manner of arresting PENKOVSKIY was such that 
even GRU wouldn't know about it, (D. M.) GVISHIANI {head 
of tne GKKNR) took part. He told PENKOVSKIY to come with 
him to the Central Committee, and when they were Gowa in 
his car he said: "Wait here a minute While I get a docu- 
ment I forgot." There was an entrance on Gorky Street, 
but the car was in the courtyard behind. .The KGB was 
waiting here. PENKOVSKIY got in the car, and that was 


“neo... it = he couldn't call out, no one saw it. 


“Iwo days later I know that (General $.G.) BANNIKOV 
' (Deputy Chief of the KGB Second Chief Directorate) flew 
to Hungary and took WYNNE. I don't know the details of 
_WYNNE's arrest, but I know that BANNIKOV returned with 
WYNNE... . . 


* PENKOVSKIY was scheduled to travel to the United States in 

April 1962, but this visit was postponed because, allecedly, 
the Soviet learned the Americans' plans. to conduct provocations 
against the delegation PENKOVSKIY was to accompany, 
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“I know that during the search PENKOVSKIY's daughter - 
came homé from school early. I know thet one of PENKOYV- 
SKIY's female relatives or one of his wife's female rela- 
tives was a former KGB agent, and she intercepted the ~ 
girl... 


“Mrs. CHISHOLM was walking on the. street and they. 
dressed @ man just like PENKOVSKIY - he entered a telephone 
booth or an apartment house entrance or something. She saw _.: 
him. It was necessary that they see each other at a dis- 
tance kefore making contact. I don't remember exactly, 
but there was a little pack or square, and there was some- 
thing connected with CHISHOLM's child, something connected 
with cendy. 


“And about the Pushkin Street you know - that was for . : f 
PENKOVSKTY,. : 


re Made 


"The investigation was a big secret. I found out only 
when he was arrested, It was in 1962. Maybe a month or 
half a month before the arrest I micht have heard that 
there was something hot in the Second (British) Department... 
The Second Depactment officers were running around. (G.V.) 
PONDAREV (of the British Department) was running to GRIBANOV 
and didn't have to wait. Something was up, but wnat? May- : 
be (A.V.) SUNTSOV (of the British Department) told me: ‘Soon : } 
we will nave an outstanding success.' I think that he said a ci 
that to KOVSHUK and me, because it was obvious that some- 
thing was going on. In GRIBANOV's outer office it was 
‘noticeable that BONDAREV was running to GRIBANOV every 
day... GRIBANOV then dismissed others, even turning away 
his deputies. BONDAREV was always there. So I knew some- 
thing big was going on, but I didn't know what - maybe ait 
was a recruitment. ; 


i “Of course, I could have heard something from surveil- 
: lance. I was going to the dining ‘room with Venyamin KOZLOV 
; (Chief of the American Department, KGB Surveillance Direc- 
torate}). I was close to him in 1960-1961. I went with him 
in the general's dining room occasionally... KOZLOV would 
say: 'Something is going on in the Second (British: Depart- 
ment, KGB Surveillance Directorate).' Because he knew 
the chief of surveillance for the Second Department... 


“I don't remember where I was when the arrest was 
ro, announced... The officers in the First Department didn't 
know what was going on. BONDAREV asked JACOB to confirm 
that he was an Englishman. They were expecting an English- 


wfead is IT woe mam, not an American. The First Department was stunned pee ene ter, 
when they found out that an American had come to Pushkin 
Street... 


"The first time the KGB saw PENKOVSKIY and WYNNE © 
together they asked the GRU about it, I think even (GRU | 
Chief I.A.) SEROV himself,: wnether PENKOVSKIY was working’ 
~ csc with WYNNE. And PENKOVSKIY had-written-up something-about - 
his contact with WYNNE. The GRU replied that the contact 
was official... WYNNE was coming as a businessman. The 
| GRU doesn't have a counterintelligence mission against . 
i SP po businessmen, The Second Chief Directorate does, and they . | 
Eee? 9 8 Se - moticed. Maybe PENKOVSKIY went to WYNNE's hotel room, brake 
i} 
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officers. 


:, COny. There was something in the case study that SUNTSOV’ 


something} gpcaine 


eard these things from SUNTSOV and from different "~ 
GRIBANOV cave lectures, and BANNIKCOV too. .-GRIB- .. 
ASCV in Caucasus (I heard it myself). GRIBANOV spoke for. .~_ 
three and a nalf or four hours without stop. During the = .-.> 
first half hour GRIBANOV spoke about the work of American? 20°) 
Intelligence. Then he told them about the PENKOVSKIY case, - 
telxing from notes. - when I left in January 1964 I heard. - ae 
that the case study on PENKOVSHKIY was finished but not yet. 2 
printed. BAINIKOV also gave a lecture, for the officers © 
of the Second Chief Directorate, which I..did not actend...- | - 


"I even visited the trial, not the first day znd not 
the last day. I went with some of the officers...  wWe-. 
got tickets from the Second Department. I went with one..6f. 
the officers from the’ Journalists Sect:on and stayed there 
for about an hour. Sone of the officers from the Seventh 
Departmert also went during the trial, I sat in the third * 
row from the end. It's a small hall; there were about : 
twelve rows in front of me. While I was there they were 
putting questions to PENKOVSKIY end WYNNE and they were 
answering this and this. It wasn't interesting. .For me 
it was interesting tc look at PENKOVSKIY. In GRIB2NCY's 
and BANNIKOY's lectures there was a big stress on PENKOV- at. 
SKIY the man, that in Turkey he was acting badly, and that ~ - oe bo Me Pe 
there was a bad knarakteristika (fitness report) in has i SS 
file... In the trial they never said that he was a cclonel 
cr that he was in the GRU, In the case study there was 
more, They said many things - that he didn't give money 
to his wife, only five rubles a day.. 


preRncbetevetncnaia’ Sa SSR Cette 


"I don't know the exact date that the surveillance 
Saw PENKOVSKIY and lost him. Maybe already in 1961. I 
remember that while I was working in the First (American) 
Department in 1960-61, maybe in 196!, there -as. a period 
when - maybe once or twice - they took surveillance teams 
away from ws, despite the need for several brigades for 
ABIDIAN, and gave them for a time to the Second Depart-- 
Mentoee 7 


"I learned these details after the arrest. I heard 
it from officers in the Second Department. SUNTSOV told. 
me, (S.K.) ROSHCHIN could have told me. GRIBANOV didn't 
mention surveillance losing PENKOVSKLY in his lecture...° 
i think the massive surveillance on the British Embassy 
was November-December 1961, but I don't know exactly. 
PENKOVSKIY was in contact with someone else before this. 
woman, Mrs. CHISFOLM. The KGS knew who it was. It was’ 

& British employee, but I don‘t know who... This might . 
have been in GRIBANOV's lecture. But GRIBANCV didn't | 
Speak about surveillance losing him, or give the technical 
details of the closed post or the details about the. bal- 


wanted to chance, but I don't: know what ~ the ‘case study. 
hadn't yet appeared in January 1964. I didn't read it . 
and don't know what it was. If it had appeared I could - 
have found out. SUNTSOV would have said: ‘Here we changed . 
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this address. Eventueily, vhuxovEKiy was pbsarued entering the 
apartment and was inmedietely suieed, interrcuaued, and cebriefed 
? n andi &riiian Intelligence. 
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BEE he KGB had been aware of PENKOVSRTY "S"COSEOP ation: withthe set 
Americans, and in particular with JACOE, for alout two and a half 
ronths prior to the arrests.* This awareness resulted from a series 
of talks between members of the KGB and PENKCVS: LY. 


‘tabi i tie that every asset 

veiliance Directorate was utilized against U.S. Emtas3y targets dur- 
ing the séyveral months priog to, the arrests, and that this coverage - 
2 Pushkin Street 
surveillance on 


of the KGB Sur- 


apartment building. 
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7 
inside vy surveiliants, bu was followed 
closely and the guxrve:tian ing down, 


apparently tying 425 Sie Oa WEN ON LI Gey thas. ithough 
this was not very . ‘ 
View of the faut 


game address on two ofce.s: tre 

KGB established 24-hour cove re 

equipment. PENKCVIRIY was be 

eerved. losing a dead drop benind a ' Oo 

the KGB tagged the drop material with a racics F at, ay PLN- 

HOVSY1Y was chserved unloading the crop anu aoneding to his office, 
3 it azee in his desk; 


where he secreted the material ina coacealm nt are 
he ¥G& Located the concealment 
Gg in surveillance of the 
athe cead drop, anc seizec 
KOVSPV LY wis then confronted 
ngs and u.loadings and could 


Gead Grop site, observed PRUAOVSRIY i 
an American who came to unload it. FE 
with photograchic evicerce of the loadi 
offer no defense. 
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** -In his official report of nis check of the Pusnkin Street dead 

i drop, ABIDIAN noted that while he was in the vestibule a woman 
entered, and he kneit down and pretended to tie his shoelaces 
until she proceeded past him _and_cn up the stairs 
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A document provided by @ sinsitive source 
tie official KGh renore Mm. ats in tigatroe art 
According to this document, sirverilance of “rs 
30 Lecenier 1961 revegled her suspicious corntact.with @ Soviet : 
male, This person was rot identit y » CHISHOLM 


£ 
was observed at wnat oprearsd ton 
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19£2 surveillance of Mrs. CHIZTIULM detected 4 con 
her anda Soviet men, 
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(x) nformation fron wine 


WYUNE's statements to CIA and MI-6 in 
lating to the compromise and investigation 9 
larceiy based upon events during his (VYNNZ' : 
by the KGB. In trying to obtain a confession, WYNNE said, the 
e operation and 
n 


that PENKOVSKIY had mace< a complete confess . WHINE stated 


he PENKOVSKIY reported on 23 March 1962 that he hed observed 
: : 
surveillance on “rs. CHISKCLM, but not.on elf. on 
5 end 19 January. He had not: observed surveillance on 


the 12.January meeting. ‘As a result, PESHOVSKIY >roke 
off street contacts With Mrs. CHISHOLM. © : 


¢ 
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that he himself resisted confessing, whereupon ‘i.e KGB produced 
evidence consisting of tape recordings of conversations, photo- 
graphs, and WYNNE’s own business diaries. ; 


He evr eee gow a 
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The KGB played for WYNNE two tape recordings of conversa- 
tions he nad had with PENKOVSKIY, and WYNNE (who was convinced 
that the recordings were genuine) pinpointed the dates when tae 

a cunversations were heid: 27 May 1961 and 2 July 1962. The 27 May 
1961 conversation was the one in which PENKOVSKIY mentioned his _ 
girlfriend "ZEP"; it further consisted of an exchange of cryptic 
remarks as PENKOVSKIY indicated to WYNNE that he had material 
he wanted to pass to him. WYNNE told him not to discuss it then 
and there but to wait till they were out of the restaurant. 
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The photographs were of WYNNE alone, of WYNNE with PENKOV~ 
SKIY, of WYNNE with unknown Soviets, of PENKOVSKIY with Mrs. i 
CHISHOLM in a park,*® and of JACOB at the Pushxzin Street dead : 
drop. Concerning tne photographs of himself, iYNNE was able to ' “4 
give the dates when they were taken, and the earliest of these ; 74 
dates was 27 May 1961--the same day ‘is restaurant conversation 
with PENKOVSKIY was recorded. ‘This photograph showed WYNNE 
approaching the CHISHOLM residence in Moscow. Another photograph, : 
taken during his August 1961 visit to Moscow, Cenmonstrated that 
the KGB observed an exchange of materials between PENKOVSYIY : ; 
and WYNNE. At the time the photograph was taken, PENKOVSKIY : 
had brought a satchel to WYNNE containing materials for British 4 
Intelligence. (The satchel] appeared in the phctograph.) WYNNE : 5 
took the satchel from PENKOVSKIY, left PENKOVSKIY waiting while 
he-went upstairs and emptied it, came back downstairs with the 

‘ empty satchel, and returned it to PENKOVSKIY. 
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ne “¥FPENFOVSKIY and Mrs. CHISHOLM met twice in a park, in July 
,o and December 1961; WYNNE believed that the photograph he 
saw showed trees in full foliage. 
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(i) Introduction 


. in: 1963 as captain. See Part V.G. 


c. Compromise of CHEREPANOV - , 


NOSENKO brought to his first meeting with CIA in January 
1964 an official -KGE "temporary duty authorization" showing 
that he had been permitted to participate in the USSR-wide 
search for A.N. CHEREPANOV the month before.* At this 


meeting and subsequently NOSENKO gave details on CHEREPANOV's a ahr eae 


background, his transmittal of KGB papers tv an American in 
Moscow, his. compromise, his efforts to escape to the West, 

and his eventual fate. Essentially, according to NOSENKG, 
CHEREPANOV was 2 dissatisfied former KGD cfficer who provided 
American authorities with genuine KGB decuments and whose 
treason was discovered as a result of the U.S. Fubassy handing 
over the docunents to the Sovict Ministry of Forcign Affairs. 


Otner Soviet sources (3h hrettal ee op 

ee RU have verified the wi henticity ot the CHERE 
PANGV pavers and their information tends to conf-rm SOSENKO'S 
account of events efter the Embassy placed the documents in 

MFA hands. There is, in addition, from non-Sovici sources con~ 
sidereble information on CHEREPANOV pre-dating th: November 
1963 inciacnt ws well xs reports from Americans involved in 
this incident. 


In the following sections are presented available data 
about CHEREPANOV and what ensued after he gave the papers 


to an American tourist for delivery to the U.S. Embassy in 


Woscow. Also given dclow are NOS#NKO's connents on the con~ 
tents of the CHEREPANOV papers. - 


(41) Earlier Information on CHEREPANOV 


CHEREPANOV's nance first was brought to CIlAts attention 
in October 1953 as a potential Suviet defector. 


Jack RAYMOND, Belgrade correspondent for thy New York 
Times, telephoned a Third Secretary of the U.S, Embassy 
there to tell him that he had a man in his office with in- 
formation "from behind the Iron Curtain"; RAYMOND suggested 
that someone from the Embassy would find the man of tnterest, 
but the man allegedly did not want to come to the Embassy. 
The Third Secretary went to RAYMOND's office, where he met 
the unnamed individual in the presence of RAYMOND’s Yugoslav 
secretary. RAYMOND explained that the man had been writing 
to him from his home village, but. RAYMOND had not replied 


a until recently when he told the man to stop at his office, 
-’ as he had just done that day. RAYMOND added that the person * 
'. had offered information of a kind that he did not feel he tine”. 4a eaten henna 


could use in his news reports. The Third Secretary took the- 
man to his quarters and interviewed him, then interviewed 
him again iater the same day in his office in the Embassy. 


*According to the."temporary ‘duty authorization” NOSENKO - Fs tS ot 
held the rank of lieutenant colonel, as NOSENKO hinself ree 
told CIA. He later retracted this claim, placing his rank See 
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The man, Tihon DUNAYEV, was about 65 ;ears of age and 
claimed to be of Ukrainian origin. He said he had been 
“mixed up in the Balkan wars," had fought with the White 
Russians, and in 1920. had escaped with General WRANGEL to 


Istanbul, coming to Yugoslavia the same year. oie rerounted 


a history in fugoslavia which included botn miiitary ane 
civilian service with tne Yugoslav Government, by virtue of 
which he was retired on a government pension. He indicated 
that in 1924 he had made the acquaintance of Captain kase : 
NEDELJKOVIC, who had been. a close frierd ever sifte?.. Tne 
latter had told nim of. having been in Russia 1: 19.5 «ith 2 
Prisoner of War Commission, end claimed to have tives with 

a Russian family at that time. NEDELJKOVIC allegedly hada 
picture which was taken of him with this family. NEDELIKOVic, 
according to DUNAYEV, was in 1953 employed at the post office 
near the raiiway station in Balgrade, and had mst several 
Russians during the past year or two. (These Russians 
called at the post office for packages which they received 
from Switzerland.) Several weeks prior to tne Octsze> in- 
terviews, an official had come to the post office, and 
NEDELJKOVIC, in conversation with nim in Russian, *toid him 
of his experiences in Russia in 1915. It sucn developed 
that this Russian official was tre son of the renitv with 
whom NEDELJKOVIC had staved, and a fast frierdssip had re. 
suited, Axter several meetings the Russian finally ctoid 
NEDELJKOVIC that he was "up to his neck"! wite tns situation 
in the USSR and that he wanted to defect imsediatsiy. he 
would if he were in the West, but being in Yugosiaiia, he 
was afraid that the Yugoslavs would return nim to the USSR. 
He allegedly told NEDELJKOVIC that when he lst¢ ths Embassy 
he would not leave empty-handed—-he would “brirg scne thing 
with him," material of intelligence value. DUNAYEV under- 
stood from his friend that the Russian was the sssistant to 
the Soviet Military Attache. (In these two interviews, 
DUNAYEV claimed he krew only that tne RKussiaz called hire 
self "George.") After NEDELJKOVIC had told the story t9 
DUNAYEV in order to get his advice, DUNAYEY decid2d that the 
New York Times correspondent was the man to put him is coz--. 
Fact with the v.S. Embassy. 


DUNAYEV was informed that the Embassy could give ro 
guarantees, although interested in the case. First, however, 
it would be necessary to know who the Russian official was, 
the full story on his relationship with NEDELJKOVIC, and the 
firmness of his intent to defect. DUNAYEV agreed with this 


-and added that if this did not work out, "we will try to gat 


him into Austria illegally." DUNAYEV left the Embassy just 
minutes before mobs gathered before the building and stoned 
it, in protest against U.S.-British action conserrirg 
Trieste. : 


He returned to the Embassy 15 days later, explaining 
that he had been unable to report imnuediately on his dis- 
cussions with. NEDELJKOVIC because the militia had been pre- 
venting people from approaching the Embassy. He said he had. 
visited NEDELJKOVIC the night. he had left the Enbassy ard. 4 
had told him that he had contacted “interested :persoas" cad 
without saying they were Americans. . NEDELJEOVIC had given 
him a recognition phrase which he and the Soviet had agreed 


-upon should a third party. contact the Soviet. NEDELJKOVIC had _ 


given him identifying information on the Soviet: His name 


was CHEREPANOV, he was a Soviet Embassy official working —. mo 
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"under cover" of consular duties; his 2g? was given as 35 
to 40, and in addition to giving a physical dz=-criptior., 
DUNAYEV reported that he was single, spoke good Serbian, 
some French ard Engiish,* DUNAYEY further reported tnat 
CHEREPANOY was pow prepared to deliver intelligence docu- 
ments and escape Yugoslavia, From ‘EDELJKOvic's daughtsr, 
however, DUNAYEV said he had learned that after certain 
recent denonstrations--two days after he had last seen himn-~- 
NEDELJKOVIC had fied Belgrade planning to escape fron Yugo 
slavia and had not been heard from since. . DUNAYEY. nonethe 
less was prepared to help the Russian himself, and said that 
he now knew that CHEREPANOV visited c warehouse at the 
railway station twice a week to pick up packag-s for the 


- Soviet Embassy. He described his plas for approazning. 


CHEREPANOV there, using the recognition phrase, ard setting 
up a meeting later the same day in. @ park, where he could 
then pass to CHFREPANOV the Americans' instructions for 
conmunicatirg- via a dead drup. (The dead drop had been 
designed so that the site could be monitored ty Americans 
surreptitiously from inside a U.S. Mission building.) 


This was the last time DUNAYEV appeared in ths case. 
He apparently never came back to the Embassy, ard it any 
event further contact with him was forbidden by tne Ameri- 
can Ambassador who wanted no U.S. personnel personaliy ine 
volved further in the case. 


The dead drop site was observed as planned fer the 
several dates which DUNAYEV had been instructed to give 
CHEREPANOV,. CHEREPANOV did not appear on any of these dates, 
but, on the day after the first date, what apperare2i to be 
surveillance was noted by the U.S. observars. CHEREPANOY's 
failure to appear at the drop site was considered to be th» 
end of the operation because there was no way 1:f2 to cone 
tact hin. 


An American military attache lived in the same apart- 


ment building with CHEREPANOV, and he agreed to tzy to extice 


him into his apartment to discuss defection and asylum. This 
was planned for the end of December i953, but the urnexpiaired 
absence of CHEREPANOV and his family from 25 December until 


foe 


*Aleksandr Nikolayevich CHEREPANOV was identified from dip- 


lomatic lists as Second Secretary and Consular Officer at 
the Soviet Embassy. He was known to be married. 
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“gemetime late in January 1954 delayed the approach, It was” 


“then found because of many other Soviets in his apartment 


puiiding, there were no opportunities for a secure approach. 
Before an approach could be made under any set of circum 
gtances, the same American military attache had a halfenour 
conversation with CHEREPANGV while attending the Soviet En- 
basay's Red Army Day reception in February 1954. The ate 


A 


gione to proba under various pretexts for CHEREPANOV's desires — 


the West." 


Two yeara later, ia February 1956, it wes reported that 
CHEREPANOV maintained limited social contacts with the U.S. 
Air Attache and Coneul in Belgrade. 


In April 1956, at a "farewell intizate luncheon" at- 
tended by a representative of the American Embassy, CHERE- 
PANOV stated that he was roturning to Moscow where he hoped 
to be assigned for a year or two, but he was not certain. 


According to a report dated June 1956, CHEREPANOV had 
been active in courting people from the U.&. Embassy in 
Belgrade, and as of the time of the report, had gone back 
to the USSR "probably to work in the Foreiga Office." 


More exte:sive information on CHEREPANOV was provided 
in 1957 by Milos GREGOVIC, a Yugoslav who defected to the 
British in Octobor 1957. He hed been a UDB agert working 
in Belgrade against foreign diplomats. CHEREPANOV was one 
of hia operational targets. According to this source, 
CHEREPANOY wag first posted to Belgrade in 134@ or 1949,* 
and was one of the very few Soviet diplomats who remained in 
Belgrade after the break with the Cominform, at which time 
he was charge d'affaires. In 1952 or 1953 ke became First 
Secretary and head of the Consular Department.** At this 
time he was identified by the UDB as a Soviet intelligence 
officer, The main reason for the UDB certainty about tnis 
was the wide scope of his contacts with Yugoslav workers 


ee 
sh 


*The break between Yugoslavia and the Cominform took place 
in June 1948. There was no formal break in diplomatic ree- 


-+-Jations between the USSR and Yugoslavia, although there was 
‘no Soviet Ambassador present in Belgrade from 1950 to 1633, 


and there was no Soviet military attache representation pre- 
sent from 1851 to 1953. According to the Yugoslav diplomatic 
lists, Aleksandr CHEREPANOV arrived in Belgrade sometime in 
1952, appearing on the diplomatic list for the first time in 
November 1952, as Second Secretary. He was one of only 

seven Soviets appearing on the diplomatic List at this = =| 
time. The new Soviet Ambassador appeared forthe first time 
on the November 1953 list, bringing the total ciplomatic 
representation up to eight. - . 


**CHEREPANOV was Second Secretary throughout his tour in 
Belgrade, according to the diplomatic lists. 
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and students, a number of whom were arrested by the UDP on 
suspicion, On several occasions the UDB had felt it had 
almost cnough evidence to enable the Yugoslas Government to 
expel CHERFEPANOV, but the evidence was never completely 
satisfactory. : 


Thus in 1954 SrEAONIC was assigned the task of con. 
promising CHEREPANOV's wife, Irene. Approximately three 
months after he met her, CREGOVIC personally.succeeded in 
compromising Irene. He continued to handle her as an ine 
formant over a period of about a vear and a half, during 
which time he also maintained their personal relationship 
on a spasmodic basis. IJIréne’s information enabled the UDB 
to discover that CHEREPANOV had established a network of 
informants among workers and students, mostly in Belgrade 
and its vicirity. Subsequeat information established the 
fact that he was also in close contact with trade union 
leaders and particularly with river port workers, a number 
of whom were subsequently found to be anti-Yugoslav and pro- 
Soviet in their outlook. Another Soviet, an intelligence 
officer who had been recruited By the UDB, confirmed to 
GREGOVIC that CHEREPANOV was a nember of Soviet Intelligence. 
The Soviet said also that CHERLPANOV had been an intelligence 
officer during the war and had at one stage bcen parachuted 
behind the Cerman lines on a special services operation 
which resulted in the kidnapping of a German general. 


GREGOVIC described CHEREPANOV as “always smiling but 
in fact an extremely cold and cruel individual." Although 


.he did net appear to be emotionally attccnsd to his wife, 
“he was extremely jealous and watchful of her. He frequently 


urged his wife to use her exceptional beauty and seductive 
charm in cultivating Yugoslav cfficials in order to obtain 
information. GRECOVIC also said that CHEREPANOV sas very 
fond of hunting, which "appeared to give relief to his exe 
cessively sadistic nature." 


CHEREPANOV was recalled to Moscow in mid-1956, according 
to CREGOVIC. 
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(141i) Reports by Am=ricars 


In October ard November 1963 9 university librarian 
2 ; from a midwest campus visited the SSK on a book-buyicg 
-. mission tor his universit. He had tot made anv official 
arrangements to contact VEZEKSICA {Iinternatiorsal Book 
Agency, under the Soviet Winistry of Foreign trade) in ‘ 
advance of his trip, but called at its office in the Ministry . 
of Foreign Trade buildi:g after he arrived in Moscow. He , ; 
explained his interest in obtaining second-hand books. Rene = 
In a few minutes an Engiish-speakirg Soviet was sent to PLM 
the lobby, and he identified himself as Aleksandr Niko 
layevich CHEREPANOV. After discussing the librarian's needs 
with him, the tan agreed to cooperate with the Arerican. 
There were thre more contacts with ChEREPANOV, all in the 
lobby of the same buildirg. 


4 


ie 


The last contact was on 4 November, at which time 
CHEREPANOV informed the lib:arian that the book procurement: 
listings, except for a few items, had been approved for 
release. Then, speaking softly and quickly in Russian, ‘he 
passed the librarian a thick envelope which he said contained 
information of ro value to.the Librarian but of much value 
to the. American Lebassy. He asked that it be passed im . 
mediately tu “"r. Morton" who worked on cultural affairs 
in the Embassy, and, if Mr. Morton was not there, to give 
it to someone Else whom the librarian might know or recog- 

nize as trustworthy. CHEREPANOV further requested ‘that the 

i librarian call hin from outside the Embassy to let hin know 

~ (by use of a code vord) ii the envelope had been delivered : 

‘successfully to the Embassy. He cautioned *he librarian 
not to mentior his--CUEREPANOV's-.rame in the Embassy. 
(The envelope was dativercd ta the Erbassy according to 
CHEREPANOV's instructioss., execpt that in the Embassy the 
librarian did mention CHEREPANOV's saze as the Soviet who 
had presented tna package.) Sudseqtestiy the Librarian 
called CHEREPA,OV, as instrected, to confira the safe delivery 
of the package. * 
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The envelope fros, CHEREPANOV cor.tained a bundle of 
documents, some typed ard some narderitten. Unon examination 
they appeared to be classificd KGB file materials. Fearing 
Soviet provocaticn, which could lead to a denunciation of 
the Embassy on the grounds of possessirg classified Soviet 
Government ducuments,** Embassy orficials had the documents 
photographed and on the next day, 5 November, turned the 
originals over to the Soviet Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 


placed a phoze call to a man who identified himself as - 
CHEREPANOV in order to follow up on the $2,000 order for 

books left by the librarian; an innocuous telephone conver-— 
sation resulted. The individual who called himself CRERE— 
PANOV said he had written to the librarian ths day before - 

(i.e., 15 November 1963) concerning the matter. - Tee librarian 
later confirmed that he had réceived such a letter from : 
CHEREPANOV dated mid-November. i Sn : . 


P<" “eAt the librarians's request, on 16 November the Embassy: 
t 


**Such a provocation had actually been directed against 
another U.S. Embassy in another Iron Cuneain County shortly 
before these events took place. 
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(iv) Izfornation from \OSEXAO 


wo. Neter ALL of the information wnich foiisczs was fur- ; wd 
nisheT Sy NOSENKO, “4 
CHEPEPANOV was forn acort 1920 or i921. Turing World a a 
War IT he vas a Kes officer working with partisan groups a foe - 
henird the lines. Later he was in Yugoslavia for fcur or “ 7 ; a 
five years, the dates not known. CHEEEPANOV was probably ; : | a 
Deputy Chief of the KOE legal Residencey in Belg-ade. ! ere 
While there, his wif-- tad an affair with either an Englishman : 1 
or an Americar. j 
Wren CKEREPA*OV rvetusred to Moscow, he had some (un- ¢ 
specified) probics: gettir 
Chief Directovats took nim into the i.S. Eusassy Section of 


the American feparta-n125, working against the Acsiristrative 
Section of the Enbassy. Me worked in tha same room as VA. 
KUSKOV, and was responsibil: for ture+ targets: Fishard 
SNYDER, 4 consular officer; john NeVICKAR, a@ cossular of- 
ficer; and Marioa ALSAMONIE, secretary to the personnel of- 
ficer. CHEREPANCV's work 95 a Cate OFficer was tons, and 3 
as it grew worse, to: KeEB a@i.tacd to retive :iv. K-2ruse : 
of his service in Worid War Ji, Tor which he received three : 4 
years' pension cr:dit for <ach year of military servics, he 1 
had crougk time to tie crrdit so bs eiigible fer retirement. : 
Also, he was just over the mirimur age (403 ror retirement 


ing a job, but finally tre KGR Second. 4 
j 


from the K°B, . f 
Upon retirizg 19 Jciy oc Acgust 1961, CEEREPANOY got _ ; 

a job with MEZEKNICA. Uns.appy about nis enforced retirement am 

and angry at tre Kis, he bocans Even more aissatisfied when 


tad i 


Prior to leaving the Ks, CHEREPANOV stoi-. draft copies 

of documents be had ta:adled iz tne L.8, Emnasss Section. In 
one case, Le copicd tec cortearts of a report in Las own hand- | 
| 


: 
MEZEKNIGA turned dors nis several attenpts to go avroad. | 


at 
writing, evidently being usable to st-al the docu: 
“i self. All of the dvcurents La had stolen were in 
: dsetruction. 


ae 


When tine U.S. kxbassy officigis saa ths CHEREPANOV 
documents, they were atvaid that the documests were vart of 
a KGB provocatioz:., and thes said *t*o themseives: "“Wrat are 
the Russians trying to do to ust" The Embassy officials 
‘photograpred the docinects and om the next day returred i & 
‘them to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. When the Ameri- 
cans gave the dosuments to ths Ministry, thre FCS said: . 

"What did the Americans give this back to us for? Maybe they 
were afraid of provocation, but maybs arotner thing--maybe 
‘they are trying to destroy the American Dapartzent, to cone 
fuse them. Ard it did, i¢ did.” 
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In November 1963 Yu.1 C*K came to visit NOSENKO and 
brought news about “a catastrophe" in the KGB. UK said he ; 
had the story from E.F. MAKASHFY, a m:tual frierd of GUKts. ©... ‘ 

- and- NOSENKO!s.* ---MAKASHEV -+at b2-.n in -Forzign Minister-Andrey -—---: 
GROMYKO's office when the CHEREPANOY papers were brought 
there, after their delivery by Thomas FAIN of tke U.S. Em- 
bassy. MAKASHEV saw the rave of O.M. GRIBANOY (Chief of 

‘the Second Chief Directorats) on some of the papers and saw 


Yas dees _ os. that one of them was a piao for agent operatiozs against an S 
eee ; : 4 
*NOSENKO said he first met VAKASHEY in Cereva in 1962, when 2 
at both were there with the Disarmament Delegation; he subse- 2 Ee 
Fb quently saw MAKASHE! occasionally in Moscow. re 
uy é 
i Ty key ; 
4 
: t woe ~~ . ig, Me ER Sn ae aah Vas aR 
ieee sh wei, Sees 3, .05 - © ee Lanes eee 


of all the people who had bee 


nves C1idé on 


working in the Americ 
during the time period covered by the papers, 1959 to 1960 or 
1961. , 


The whole matter was held very taghtiy in the KGB, and its 
investigation went on for no rore than 26 or 25 days. When the 
KGB examined the doc:iments. some were round to be in CHEREPANOV's 


= handwriting, but no documents were found which pertained to CHERE.= 


PANOV's own case work, or that of the U.S. Embassy Section where 
he worked. (NOSENKO also noted that the KG3 found no documents 
dated later than 195)]--rone for i902 or i363--only 1959, 1950 ard 
1961.) Tres there were a number of indications pointing towards 
CHEREPANOV, who had lett the sectior in :9€1. Tne KGB did not 
dare alert him by putcing full-time surveirilance on him, but in- 
stead mounted fixed surverllance posts at his home and office. 
In order to provoxe CHEREPANCV into some precipitous action on 
the basis of these cusprxcicus points, a former KGB colleague was 
sent to visit him and, in the cour-e of conversation, to mention 
the great disturbance in the KGB be:euse someone had passed 
stolen KGB documents te the Americans, CHERZPANOV manifested no 
reaction to the news and was quite cool about the matter. The 


-next day the fixed surveiilence post observed him leaving his 


house in the morning et his usual time, apparently on his way 
to work, but the fixed survelliarnce post at his office soon re- 
ported that he had sot arrived at work. He had “simply dropped 
out of sight.” 


An intensive search ‘ali over the city of Moscow” ansued 


_then spread throughout the sovier Union. Borde: controls were 


tightened, photogréephs of CHEREPANOV were sent out to Republic 
and local KGB end militia offices, all means of transport were 
covered. Reports began coming in from various places that sorme- 
one who seemed to fit CHEREPANOV's description had been seen 
acting suspiciously here and there. Reports which came into 

KGB Headquarters frcia Gorkiy Oblast stronglv indicated the possi- 
bility of CHEREPANCV's presence ctnere, so NOSENKO was dispatched 
to the area to check the reports.” 


NOSENKO wert to Gorkiy on the fourth day after CHEREPANOV's 
disappearance. The area was covered with very deep woods, 
“where a person could lose himself for life." On the seventh 
day CHEREPANOV was located and arrested in Baku, where he was 
on his way to the Iranian border. 


* When NOSENKO first told this story, at the first meeting in 
Geneva in January 1964, he pulied from his pocket a document 
which he said was his official KGB “temporary duty authoriza- 
tion" to go to Gorkiy Oblast for the CHEREPANOV search. He 
noted that he had brought it out iliecaily, to show CIA, The 


+» document, authorizing the-Gorkiy KGB office to extend cooper- 


ation to NOSENKO, was valid from 15 to 30 December 1963. 
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A special plane was immediately sent to Baku, cerrying 
S.M. FEDOSEYEV and several other American Department officers. 
They picked him up and headed immediately back to Moscow, 
interrogating CHEREPANOV on the plane.. He immediately con-~ 
fessed to having given the documerts to the Americans. 
When asked why, he said he was “angry at the KCB, very 
angry," and besides, he thought he might ask the Americans : 
for some money in return for the documents. . He confessed : 4 
that on 4 November he had passed the documents to an Ameri- | ; as 
can tourist wio was a librarian interested in Russian books. — ces 
He said he had given the documents to this American in the 
entrance hallway in the building of the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, the building in which the Ministry of Foreign ~~ 
Trade was also housed. ~ ; 


Because of the fact that CHEREPANOV had eluded the KGB 


between the two fixed surveillance posts which had teen , &. 
established, the Second Chief Directorate suffered considere 7 
able criticism for not putting CHEREPANOV under fuli, round~ ; 


the-clock surveillance, CHEREPANOV himself, however, told 
the KGB that had he detected surveillance on himself he | 
would have written to the government and newspapers a letter 
of protest against "such an indignity, such persecution," 
and then would have committed suicide, leaving the KGB 
without proof. 


CHEREPANOY was in prison when NOSENKO left the USSR | ; 
(on 18 January 1964) and would be shot, but the affair would } 
not be publicized. In addition to his wife, CHEREPANOV 
would leave a daughter as a survivor. 
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graduation fiom the silitary Diploaatic Academy tn 1989, and 
he becare bitter and resentiul,. After he had fivally ob- 
tained a job in the Ministry of Foreinr Trade, he tried to 
gain revenge by pass Ministry docuncnts to a-U.3S, Govern 


ment official visitingé the Ministry. Because tas U.S. 


freee ne eens 


Governnent Lelieved this act tu have betn a Soviet provo- | é 
cation, the documents were subsequently returned to the 4 oe 
Soviet Government. CHENEPANOY was arrested, trict. ard shot. ‘ 4 
His widow, Irina, works in a nairdressing siop at 15 Petrov= 7 4 
ka Strect in Moscow, wnich is fatronized by wives of Kremlin a 

_ otficiais; he also left a dauzhter, about 19 years oid, ; ee 
PrecgruraeTyerem& seid she could provide no further cetails. a 


7 i ACT ERET BI SOUICE 
In the course of a CIA interview oitn oR dE eee eee 
in eri 1966, sac eéaserdibed the Sovict Union as being 
"Vike a cage, like prisun, where people sometimes run RvBY, 
put they [the aurnorities| ure able to track them anywhere." 
She stated that she knew for a fact that a person was shot 
in Moscow, CHEREPANOV, who worked in the sane fhiiitarye 
Diplomatic) Acac.my as her huaband. During the war CHERE- 
PANOV was an officer din intelligence, and was a “geod, brave 
and rescureeful soldicr. ‘Then he cane to the Academy, where , 
he was unhappy. Ue wasn't a good vorger there, considering ; 
at a personal sligut to agve been sent there with all nis 


fait, 2 tewini die anid tig eel 


background.” lie became so bitter that he gave impgryant: - . ‘ 
documents to the Americans about 1963 or 1959.2, ory ba 
; , 


well, though only sligntiy. Her husband, hovever, Wat & ; 
friend of CHEREPANOV's, and being ‘very loyal," ie weat to ; 


see his widow, although he had only met her once. (She was ; 
unable to recall from whom her husbead had learn f CHERE~ PESTER EY i 4 
PANOV's death.) CHEREPANOY's wife told PAE GE SRE PISIIME Ry oe niats i 
; that CHEREPANOV had “really meant to do what he did; he - Source's husband 
really had taken~isaggQig hrs Aqyane” quoted CHEREPANOVA as | is 
: ; saying: "I remember how he took these papers out of the i i 
1 house. Then he returned ard took something from the cabinet i} j 
or something. And I asked hin, ‘What ts that?’ He said, : 
‘It is something unimportant.’ And two days later he wes s 
$ 3 
{ 


arrested." eevee Gieecoumented that CHEREPANOY had not 
known the Ancraceestery well when ke gave him the papers, 
put he was "a foreigner, 7%. friend." Vhen asked if CHENE- 
PANOV was a@ GRU officer, Cay eee said she tnougnt he 
was a KGB officer, but was not certnin of this, flowaver, : ; . 

the docrments were "very important ones, important enough j 
that he was shot." : 
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Installations and Soviet Citizens in the U.S.A. in 
1957-1953." The report bears the signature of 
Colonel A. FEKLISOV,** whose title is given as “Chief, 
First {American| Department, First Chiet Directorate, 
Committee fur State Seeurity under the Courc11 of 
Vinisters USSK." Attached to this document is a sheet 
of 16 signatures, with dates after all bur four, indi-- 
cating that these individuals had read the report 
(CHEREPANOV's. is included). At the bottom cr this 
sheet is indicated the fact that the report was typed 
in two copies, copy number one, which this copy is, 
addressed tu the Second Chief Directorate, and copy 


number two aduressed to a file, No. 1976, volume 5. 


The cest of the documents pertain entireiy to KGB 
coverage of the U.S. Embassy and American diplomats in 
Yoscow for a period of over two ycars: The earlisst is 
dated August 195% and the latest 15 October 1960. Most 
of them were’ prepared by or for one senior case officer 
of the U.S, Embassy Section, First Departmers, scp, 
Major V. KUSKOV, *** 


Two reports are on, Americans who had already left 
the Soviet Union; in addition to Sumaarizinrg the infor- 
mation collected on them while they were in Moscow, these 
reports indicate the processing required for the file's 
contents prior to retirement to KGB Archives. ‘The sub- 
jects of these reports are Edward L. KILLHA", Second 
Secretary from July 1957 to July 1959 (documest dated 
October 1960) and Wallace L. LITTELL, Attaci.: from June 
1956 to July 1958 (document dated October 1960). 


_ There are four operational plans for ages. work 
against American diplomats stationed in Moscow at tne 
time the plans were prepared: Richard HARMS TONE, Second 
Secretary (document of August 1958; Lewis. W. BOWDEN, 
Second Secretary (document of February 1960); James A. 
RAMSEY, Second Secretary (document of Febrwary 1960); 
and George WINTERS, Attache (no dare). *4** 


reece en neon 
*One paragraph of the document refers to American surveil- 


lance of Soviets in New York City, and tne nex*® paragraph 
begins: "The intensity of surveiliance was uneven. From 


. November 1957 to April 1958 a decrease was noticed in the num- 


ber of surveillance teams assigned to work directly against 
Soviet employees. This did not mean, however, tnat the Ameri- 
can surveillance service reduced its surveillance of. Soviet 


employees as a whole." ‘fhe dates cited here approximate the 


period, from late November 1957 to mid-March 1958, when the 
FBI was conducting surveillance of two Iliegals in New York 
City as an outgrowth of an operational lead from CIA source’ 
POPOV (see Part VI.D.7.a.). Information from NOSENKO rela- 
ting to FBI surveillance is discussed in Part VI.F. 


**FEKLISOV is the true. name of. the former .KGB Legal Resident . - 


who served in Washington, D.C., under the alias “FOMIN." 


** *NOSENKO identified V.A, KUSKOY as. ap officer in the Second 
Section, American Department, KGB Second Chief Directorate, 
and said that CHEREPANOV worked in the same room with KUSKOV. 


###4For a further discussion of the role of George WINTERS in 


the POPOV case, see Part VI.D.7.a. 
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Anothcr document is typcd on @ preprinted letter- 
heac form entitled “Agent Report";. the form has all of 
the KGE organizational titles printed on it, with blank 
space left to be filled in-for the date, the number of 
the section, department, -and directorate, the name of 
the agent source and that‘‘af the case officer who re~ 
ceived it. This particular report is taat of the agent 
"LILIANA," concerning her. contacts with WINTERS petween 
3 and G March 1959, The report describes how she made 
his acquaintance and what transpired at each of her 
meetings with him thercafter. Following her report is 
a brief statement of future plans for the use of this 
agent against WINTERS, A notation appears on the first 
page that the report was translated from Spanish, al- 
though the name of the translator is not given. (This 
seems to suggest that the agent wrote her ovn account 
of her activities, as she is identified in the report 
as having recently repatriated to the Soviet Union from 
Argentina.) The typing date appears as 18 April 1959, 
and the signature line was prepared for Major KOVSHUEK, 
"Deputy Chief, First [American] Departzent" of the K3B 
Second Chief Directorate.* KOVSHUK's name also appears 
as the case officer who received the report from the 


agent. 


One handwritten document, entitled “Corelusions on 
the Matter of Operational Development LANCELLE,"** 1s 
on a kind of paper different from that used for any of 
the other doaments; it is lined and columned, and the 
headings at the top of the columns (e.g., number and 
date of document, to whom addressed or from wiom sent) 
suggest that the paper is a record sheet or log of cor- 
respordence. It bears the date of October 1960, rut is 
not signed, nor does any designation of section, depart- 
ment, or directorate appear. The docuzment is a summary 
of LANGELLE's activities in the Sovict Union, primarily 
details of his activity as an intelligesce officer for 
CIA. One facet of LANGELLE's operatioral activity is 
described in some detail, as follows: “On tre 28to of 
May 1958 L. loaded a dead drop at Lenin Hiitis. He at- 
tempted to give the visit to Lenin Hills for the jure 
posss indicated above the outward appe2ranee of an inno- 
cent outdoor recreation trip with chilecren. Incidentally, 
prior to loading the dead drop L, had previously cased 
the travel pattern of his surveillance, the situation at 
Lenin Hills, and had visited that area witn his wife. 


“As a consequence, it was established that this 
dead drop belonged to a person recently arrested by the 
Directorate of the KGB under the Council of Ministers 


A ES 


*NOSENKO identified V.M. KOVSHUK in this position around 
this time. : 


**#For a further discussion of the role of Russell LANCELLE 
in the POPOV case, see Part’ VI.D.7.a. ..: a ey, - 
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of the USSR for the City of Moscos, REPNIKOV, who had 
been recruited by Americana intelligence...."*° His 
meetings with POPOV in Noscow are set out accurately, 
with dates. WINTERS' mailing of a letter to POPOY is. 
mentioned, but in contrast to exact dates used throughe 
out the paper for other avents cited, the date of 

WINTESS’ mailing is given only as "January 1959." 


There is a handwritten document comprised of nanes 
and addresses of Soviet citizens, headed with a state- 
ment that these are authors of letters addressed to the 
U.S. Embassy in 'loscow, but intercepted by the KGB. 
Where dates of the ictters are given, they are for Octo- 
ber 1960. In a few cases the contents of th= letters 
are charactecized (2.g., “request for financial aid-- 
5,000 rubles," "complaints about inability to live on 
persion"). Under two of the names a note appears, 
which looks as though it had been added at a different 
time or with @ different pea, but in identical hands 
writing; the note says "letter enclosed." ‘these two 
letters were enclosed in the package of documerts. 


The two documents described apover=-the LANCELLE 
"Conclusions and the list of Soviets wno wrote to the 
U.S. Embassy--appear to have been written by the sane 
person, Although the sample on the docunmert described 
next is only a signature, it may well be the game hand. 
The name is CHEREPANOV's. This document, tha only docu- 
ment having for its subject a Soviet citizer, is a type- 
written summary of derogatory information oa a Soviet 
youth who began to lead 1 dissolute life ia 1957, 
becoming a black market speculator and a homosexual. 

As a consequence he was expelled trom the Komsordl and 
from tne Institute at which he had been studying. He 
nonetheless continucd his criminal activities, includirg 
contacts with foreigners for purposss of flezing the 
USSR, despite warnings by the militia and ihe kite, and 
he had two long mcetings with Attacne Rickard SNYDER, 
"Consul of the Anerican Embassy,’ to discuss his wish to 
go to America. ‘The document, dated February 19¢0, is 
Signed by Lt. Col. A. CHEREPANOV, “Senior Case Officer 
{no section indicated], First Department,” of the Seeond 
Chief Directorate. (Presumably the document is relevant 
to the American Department because of the contact with 
an American diplomat.) 


#0n 24 May 1958 LANGELLE visited the area of the dead drop 
site referred to herein with his wife to case and photograph 
the site area. The site had been described to him as a 
certain section of a wooden staircase in the park area. 

When his report was received at CIA Headquarters it was 
obvious that because of inadequate information, he had 
cased the wrong staircase, so he was told to go back: as 


. soon as. possible and. repeat the casing for the other .stair- 


case. He did this on 28 May 1958, bringing his children 
for cover. He did not put a drop down at this or any other 
time. A legal travel agent actually put the drop down on. 
7 June 1958. This drop was not intended for the agent re- 


- ferred to in the CHEREPANOY document, REPNIKOV, who in fact 


was not even a recruited agent at the time, although efforts 
were being made--unsuccessiully--during this time to recruit 
him. At no time was any dead drop put down for REPNIKOV, 
por were any ever planned for him. a 
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The remaining papers are handwritten drafts of 
reports pertaining to various of the Americans named 
above, some incomplete, and extensive rough notes which 
appear to be extracts from surveillance reports, most 
of them on WINTE2S, All these notes are in the same 
handwriting, which appears to be that of K SKOY. 


(x) NOSENKO's Comments on the CHEREPANGV Paners 


On 3 February 1964 NOSENKO was shown all the CHEREPANOV 
papers with the exception of the FEKLISOV renert on opera- 
tional conditions in the United States. Just before thev 
were given to him to read, NOSEXKO was asked if he had been 
shown the pepers before he left Moscow; ne replied that he 
had not. He said he knew that the documents pertained to 
BOWDEN, RAMSEY, HARMSTONE, WINTERS, and LANCELLE, but he 
had not read them, Asked who in the Second Crier Cirectorate 
knew exactly which docunents were involved, NOSENKO named 
S.M.FEDOSEYEV, Chief of the American Department ut the tine; 
GRISANOV, Chief of the Second Chief Directorate; sad G.I. 
GRYAZNOV, Chicf‘of the U.S. Embassy Section. These three 
officers, he said, had possession of the documents after 
they were returned by 410 to the KCB. 


NOSENKO then proceeded to examine and read aloud the 
contents of the documents, making occasional «xplanatory 
comments as he went aiong. He identified the candwriting 

of CHEREPANOV himself, as well as that of ‘KUSKOV, ‘KOVSHUK, and: 
BELOGLAZOV, Concerning the substance of the documents, NOs 


‘“SENKO made very few comments. In discussing tne operational 


plan for work against WINTERS, NOSENKO noted that this docu- 


"bent, which was a handwritten draft, had bees sigsed by 


KOVSHUK, Chief of the U.S. Embassy Section; NOSENKO then said: 
“He should not have signed this. I do net know why he signed 
it. He should not have signed it." Asked why not, he said: 
“Because it is a draft. He should have sign -d the typ:d 
copy. And why he signed the rough draft I do not kr.ow..." 


As he studied the agent report which KOVSHLY ressived 
from source "LILIANA,” concerning WINTERS, NOSENKO- commented 
on KOVSHUK's failure to fill in the line whicn is intended 
to identify the safe apartment or operational apartment 


‘where the report was received. "It is obligatory to indie 


cate the place, in the second line," he added. “It is 
obligatory to write in the number of the persoral rile [this 


did appear in the document] and where the contact took place." 


Reading aloud the agent plan for BOWDEN, described 
therein as the FBI man in the Embassy, NOSENKO came *o the 
section which states: "Ironically one day as though by 
chance he [BOWDEN] blurted out to our agent ‘SHIEDOVA' 
‘ARTUR's* affiliation with American Intelligence."' He was 
interrupted to be asked who "SHMEDOVA" was; NOSENKO said: 
“Cleaning woman undoubtedly. An affiliation of 'ARTUR' with 
American Intelligence.“ He was then asked: “What connec- : 
tion did ‘ARTUR' have with American Intelligence?" To this 


*" ARTUR" was the KGB cryptonym for NOSENKO’s agent Arsene 


FRIPPEL; see Part V.D.5. 
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NOSENKO replied: "That I cannot say." The CIA case officer 
remarked: “Why, you should know, you're his case officer..." 
NOSENKO ignored this comment and continued to read.the docu- 
ment aloud. A little further on in the document reference 

is made to use of future agents to report on BOWDEN; again 
"ARTUR is ment.oned, and NOSENKO identified nim this time 

as FRIPPEL, Then he said: “I asked FRIPPEL, and he said 

‘But 1 know nething.' ‘How is it you do not, when he is 


the counterintelligence man in your Embassy? He interrogates 


youf' And he answered: ‘But no, he is a good man. 


In reading a draft report which appears to nave been 
an attempt to summarize the KGB information on WINTERS, NO- 
SENKO read out the sentence: "During his stay in the USSR, 
WINTERS sent eight espionage letters,* and loadec a drop 
jn connection with a game the KGB played with American Intel- 


ligence."" He was asked if_he knew about those eight letters. 
but he said he did not. - 


XOSENKO retorted: “But at that time I would not have run hin 
down. He did not know that he had Metka on him.** Prior to 
the year 1962 did you know about Mctka?” No, I don't believe 
you did." At this, he was asked: “Oh, you mean those eight 
letters were detected from Metka? NOSENKO said: "Of course." 
The case officer asked: "Not Yrom surveillance?" NOSLNKO 
said: "No. Beyond the fact that he could be seen mailing 
then, the rest Metka gives....Well, that letter which was . 
mailed by WINTENS to FOPOV was without Metka. That which was 
for POPOV definitely was without Heztka. Buf the other 


‘letters, that was not so. I would not blame him. How would 


he know? He put them in his pocket--that'’s all.‘' NOSENKO 
added that the lettey which was sent’ to POPOV was one of the 
eipst letters to which the document refers. 


NOSENKO then reviewed the document concerning Richard 
HARNSTONE.*** He repeated his earlier statement that HARM- 
STONE had been compromised and had been approached by the KGB, 
that he turned down the recruitment offer, but that he did 
not report the approach to the U.S, Embassy. He was asked 
how the KGB knew that he had not reported the approach, to 
which NOSENKO renlied: “He was monitored and we would have 
heard by audio if anything about this matter had been re~ 
ported.:...Undoubtedly if he reported it something would have 
been heard from the Minister Counsellor's materials as to 
what this might be. Ard they would dictate a message about 


this.""*#* Later NOSENKO was asked who tried to recruit HARNSTONE. 


**The first source of information on KGB use of Metka, the 
KGB code name for thief powder or detecting powder, was 
NOSENKO, in June 1962. . 


*&4See Section VI.D.3.e. fora discussion of the HARMSTONE case. 


****HSRMSTONE did report the KGB approach, and the Minister - 
Counsellor's office was the site of a discussion of the case. 
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He answered: "I do not know; ‘that was prior to my coming 
into the departuent. This was in the year 1953 or 1959. 

I don't know who was the case officer who spoke to HAKs- 
STONE." “CSENKD was asked: "Is he still in the Department?” 
He replied: “I don't think he is. i don't think he is 
concerzed with it any more."* 


NOSESKO read the document which set forth highlights 
of LANGELLE's operational activities in Moscow, chiefly 
devoted to the POPOV. casc, but also including information 
(inaccurate in detail) concerning a dead drop site in Lenin 
Hills.** As be read this section he commented: “Incidentally, 
they [the KGB] found the dead drop and contents by accident. 
Little children, children." Asked if tc knew anything about 
this incident of Lenin Hills, he answered, "Kids. Russian 
children found it by accident. For after LANGELLE had left 
the area, surveillance checked over the area, but they found 
nothing...." Reading rurther he cume to the statement that 
it was later established that the dead drop was intended 
for the person already arrested by the KGB, REPNJKOV. To 
this he added that REPNIKOV was known as Stanisiav "Slava" 
REPNIKOV, who nad been recruited by some tourist; these de- 
tails were nvt included in the CHEREPANOV dcecument. He was 
asked if REPNIKOV had been arrested and was thereafter 
working under KGB control, but he said this was not the case. 
He explained that he had been arrested, and the KGB there- 
after ‘roughed him up once in a while" because he was of the 
category of Soviets who were known to 2ssociate with foreigners. 
He did not know what American tourist had recruited REPNIKOV, : 
but he was aware of the fact that REPNIKOV had not beer 
arrested until after the tourist had left the USSR. *** 


When he was reviewing the summar; of information on 
LITTELL, who had left the USSR before the summary was pre- 
pared, NOSENKO was asked if he knew anything about one of 
the Soviets named as a one-time contact of LITTEL's, B.P. 
VORONTSOV. The document, a rough draft with corrections, 
contained a statement that a meeting between LITTEL and 


*KOVSHUK was identified by HARMSTONE as the KGB officer who 
made the approach. 


**See the foregoing section on the contents of the CHERE- 
PANOV package for details on the inaccuracies included in 
this document. 


***REPNIKOV had been reported as a dissident Soviet youth 

as early as 1955, and in 1957 he told one of his American 
‘contacts that he had once been arrested and served time’ in 

’ a Soviet prison at some time for one of his attempts to 

escape illegally from the USSR. He was arrested again there- 
after for a second plan for escape, and he was given psycho- 
logical treatment as a result. REPNIKOV was in contact with 

a number of Americans and other Western travellers..again in 
1958 and 1959. In September 1959 another Soviet, a friend 

of his, told an American tourist that REPNIKOV had been = 
arrested after receiving a letter from an American: which 
thanked him for his tnterest in being an ageat and. gave hin. 
directions for future contacts. In tke summer of 1960 there. — 
was a long article in Komsomolskaya Pravda about the arrest. 
of REPNIKOV and a friend of his on charges of being agents of - 
‘CIA. Neither was. iF io 
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VORONTSOV took piace on the strect, and they went to a 
restaurant together. It further said that YORONTSGY was 
continuously in coatact with foreign tourists. These two 
lines are crossed out in the draft, and in their place is 


_written: "The Second [Counterintelligence and Security} 


Department of the UKGB for the city of ‘Nioscow is fully. 
oriented concerning -him.'' NOSENKO was told that VORONTSOV 
most recently worked for. Inturist-at. the Hotel Metropol in 
Moscow, and that he had had a number. of meetings with 

American students and with tourists. NOSENKO commented: 

"This is agent work, He is an agent." -He was asked, "But 

to you nothing is known?" NOSENKO said, “Absolutely nothing."* 


NOSENKO went over the rest of the CHEREPANOV documents 
rapidly, for the most part simply reading them aloud, with 
side remarks on topics unrelated to the donuments or the 
Americans discussed therein. 


_*In the summer of 1963, VORONTSOV had contacted two different 


groups of young Americans and told them of his plans for es- 
cape from the Soviet Union. He also told them he had informa- 
tion about KGB agents through his Inturist employzeot, and 
that the American authorities should be told of him and his: | 
Plans; he passed on an elaborate code system which.was to be 
used to get in touch with him to assist him in his escape . 
plans. He was so open in his contacts, unrealistic in his 
plans, and insecure in his conversations with the young Ameri- 
cans (none of whom had any intelligence connections) that 

when they reported to American embassies in the West, VORONT- 
SOV was immediately assumed by U.S. authorities to be either 


_ & Clumsy provocateur or a fanciful, immature youth. . Nothing 


further was heard from VORONTSOV. There had been no previous 
record of him in CIA files; the CHEREPANOV document was the 
only confirmation of his other contacts with foreigners. | 
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(i) Introduction 


NOSENKO first reported on Alfred Lazarevich SLESINGER (also. 


srelied SLEZINGER) of 3 July iSed when he seid vhat ca American : 

cf this last aane, owner of a photographic snep in hew York City, | 

was suspectec by the KGB of having counections with the FBI. | i 

Consequently, KOSENKG said, when SLESTNGL2 traveiled to Moscow 3 i 4 

the KGB Tourist Department arranged to place him in contact with ef 3 

an agent of the department, and while SLESINGER «as in‘Odessa ae | A 

the Tourist Department instructed the kKGR organization in that 3 

icity to have hin “surrounded” with agents.- | 4 
| 4 
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(ii) NOSENKO's luformation 


SLESINGER was under suspicion by tas YGB First Chief birec- : i 
terate, according te NCcEAKU, because of his business transactions : ; 
with a nunber of Soviets who cane to his store and in whoa he a 
seemed to cisplay mere than normal interest. Tas Hirst’ Chief 74 
Nipectorate was cf the opinien that SLESTNeLR was .rying to be- a 
come Closely acquainted with sone Soviets auto wes trying to study 3 


them. Upon learning of fis forticoming tr:] to the SSR @ che 
KGB suspected that “he might nake some centacts or do sometning 
interesting.”** The KGB, NOSENK® said, wanted ta study SERSINGER 


as being a possible agent or operational contact of the FBI. 


case was Yu.M. DVORKIN, a senier case officer in the American 
nt of the Tourist De- 


Section of the Tourist bepartment. 
2 not give by NOSENKO 3 : 
5 % was director of a photographic shop in Hoscow, 
ana on KGB instructions he became friendly with SLESINGER curing © 
the latter's trip to Mosccw, NOSENAD thought that the two me 
later exchanged correspendence. SLESINGER went to Odessa, 
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x Th i ho a é Sy dF 
States on 12 June that the KGB had been successius in effecting 
Clandestine entry into foreign embassies in Moscow and had, ia 
fact, been able tc get into all Gf them with the éxception of 
those of the United States and Great Britain. NOSENKO was then 
asked whether the KGB had also been able tc enter the West German : 
Embassy. He replied: “The situation is worse with the Germans. 

It is worse. It's a different matter with the Germans. They 

are beirg listened to. EROLL, the Ambassador,* is a very intel- 
ligent and skilled analyst, and he provides a great deal of solid 
information... KROLL dictates everything and even his own menor- 
anda. The memoranda he dictates are very interesting, very 
interesting memorada. Zhat is, the information we receive from 


.the ticrophones is very solid information, very sclid informaticn, 


because he knows everything. He knows what ADENAUER will thirk 
ahead of time. A very intelligent. aan and an excellent, excel-. 
lent analyst. His analysis is tremendous. Also, [U.S. Ambassador] 
THOMPSON visits and taixs with him, and we krow that THOMPSON was 
there and what tock place. Valuabie information. He is very 
talented, this KROLL." - 


*~ Hans Anton KROLL became West German Ambassador to Moscow in 


1953, From 1953 to 1955 he had been Ambassador to Yugoslavia, 

and from 1955 to 1958, Ambassador to Japan. His only’ previous 

Soviet tour was during 1923-1925, when he was the German Vice- 

Consul in ‘Odessa. In March 1962, .KROLL received a consider- 

able amount of publicity in the Western press when, according 

to the New York Times (2 March) there was “an. ‘outcry in the 

West German press all week over reports in Die Welt and Bild, 

Hamburg newspapers with the same ownership, that Dr. KROLL 

had recommended major concessions to the Communists for a 
German-Soviet settlement." As a result, ADENAUER publicly. —_. i, 
recalled KROLL to Bonn for consultations. He had been under : 
fire for similar reasons the previous November and was re- 
cre then, too. He left Moscow permanently at the end of : 
1962. . 
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Embassy Section, American Department, Second Chief Direc- 
torate. During these visits she.would open her bag and 
Source could see the large documents which were destined 
for the Chief of the Third Department. The cover letter 
read: ‘List number . To (Chief of the Third Depart- 
Ment). Translated from German by ; . .' - Source 
often joked with Tatyana and in this vicw would complain to 
her that she always brought very thin documents for the 
American Department but very thick documents for the Third. 
Department. On severai occasions Tatyana would be late 
delivering material to Source's section, and she would state 
that the typists in the Operational Technical Directorate 
were busy doing something for the Third Department. On the 
basis of his experience Source knew that something important 
must have been received from the microphones concealed in 
the German Ambassador's office. — 


"All of the intercepted material obtained by the Opera- 
tional Technical Directorate was sent first to the Informa- 
tional Group of the Second Chief Directorate. This group 
decided which information should be seen by the Central Com- 
mittee. According to Source, a large amount of this mater- 
ial was considercd very significant at the time and was sent 
to the CPSU Central Committee over the signature of the 
Chairman of the KGB. 


"Source never read any of the above material. Source 
does not know if the microphones are still in place and 
still cperational. 


"Source does not know if the KGB was able to break 


‘the German codes." 
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ra his contact with CIA. THis see’ Lge be a fatal meve, he said, 

- 'Sfhee' the KGB was reading a1f;State Department eatciphered cable 
t¥affic between Moscow ami Washington. NOSENKC expiained that 
hg knew this because, as Hi gentor officer in the U,S. Embassy 
Séction of the American, ~sepirtment, he saw trea ipiered cables 
eyery day. On this-€jote*Gg2is and also bys Set his personal 
and direct fespougi tity for the section's opttations against 
American code cle#ks; NOSENKO assured hisgésA handlers on sev- 
eral occasions that the KGB could not, ane peab. never been able to 
read traffic enciphered Pthe U.S. Armed Forces (attache) 
cryptographic systen.* ° 


ee At his second meeting with CI&s FJune 1962, NOSENKO 


ressed fear that the U.S. pita agg Moscow might be advised 
f 


‘ F 
Meeting with Cie the next day, NOSENKO tempered his earlier 
statement about k% wif Slate: bepertnent ci He reported that 


“only certain" of $2@ State Department ciphers were being read 

by the KGB, and tha®fhe personally saw the deciphered plain text. 
only cn rare occasi@s. This information was further qualified 
during the interrogations of February 1965 when NOSENKO said that 
State Department enciphered traffic was broken “very, very sel- 
dom" curing the 1960-1961 period and that "we [the U.S. Embassy 
Section] never saw these documents." NOSENKO has not changed his 
original statement that the KGB has never been able to break 

the miiitary codes. 


NOSENKO has stressed that he has no aptitude for technica] 
matters and had no interest in or access to information on spe- 
cific techniques used by KGB cryptologists te break the American 
codes. He suggested in general terms, however, that KGB suc- 
cesses in this field were made possib!e in part by information 
obtained from American cryptographic personnel who defected. and 
were recruited in the late 1940's and the 1950's, in part by- 
information from the microphone installations in the two miti- 
tary code rooms and certain U.S. Embassy offices. NOSENKO has 
not specified how this information was used or which of these two 
categorics of sources was of greater valuc, although he did re- 
port that the loss of KGB ability to read the State Department 
codes coincided with and was largely a result of the installation 
of an acoustically secure enclosure for cryptographic operations. 
(The date was late 1961 or early 1962, according to NOSENKO, but 
actually late 1962, according to U.S. authorities.) At the 
same time, NOSENKO indicated, the microphone in the military code 


hich was probably effective until late 1960, 
was of little use. 


There is a degree of correlation between NOSENKO's informa- 
“tion on KGB cryptologic successes. and that earlier,.reported by 


®~ Yt was for this reason that his own and the section's “number- 
. one mission” in 1960 and 1961 was to recruit a military code 
clerk, but this had not been accomplished; see Part V.E.3.c. 
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 ’ GOLITSYN. 


GOLITSYN told CIA that "three or four messages of 
State Department cipher traffic were broken sometime in the 
period 1945 to 1950; past traffic could be read on this basis. 
I have not seen the evidence, but they read the telegrams of 


the Foreign Service in Moscew in 1960,and evidently later." 
GOLITSYN then went on to say: “I am*sure they had as an agent 


aR aah BM ATOM Veneto st 


“ av-code clerk of the Foreign Service."' NOSENKO's statements con- 


tradict GOLITSYN.* 


i ~The following sections summarize NOSENKO's information re- 
garding KGB cryptologic efforts, methods, and successes and, 
since they have a bearing on his report, provide excerpts from 


NSA and USIB damage reports on the KGB microphcnes found in the . 


U.S. Embassy in 1964. 
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From. his personal experience, NOSENKO said in 1962, he knew 
that the KGB Eighth Virectorate had broken the enciphered mes- 
sages of the U.S. Embassy in Mescew but not those of the military 
elements there. At the end of 1961 or the beginning of 1962, 
however, the KGB cryptologic success ended, accordi:g to NOSENKO 
in 1964. He has furnished some details on the types of Embassy 
enciphered traftic being read in clear text and on the way in 
‘which the clear text was treated within the KUB Second Chief 
Directorate; in addition, NOSENKO has indicated that the KGB used 
microphones in the Embassy and exploited human sources to further 
its cryptolegic work. These points are reviewed separately below. 


(i). Breaking U.S. Ciphers 


The first reference: by NISENKO ‘to KGB cryptolcgic successes 
against U.S. Government enciphered traffic was made at his sec- 
ond meeting with CIA cn 11 June 1962. At that tiie he raised the 
subject in connection with his personal security new that he was 
in contact with CIA. He said: "If possible, handle things in 
such a way that only a small group knows. Listen, I don't trust 
your records because there are people even there. I wili tell 
you something more. We are reading certain of your cedes. -There- 
fore | don't trust this business and, therefore, ! ask... It is 
better to list me somewhere in your records as an intelligence 


,officer who you have uncer development. But don't indicate my 


rank anywhere.* Listen, here is what 1 fear--! even had the idea 
of going home and putting a bullet through my head and ending it 
all. Because I don’t trust you. JI don't trust your methods and 
I don't believe that you can keep a secret ‘secret.’ I am afraid 
that something will go wrong. 


"Listen, we are reading your ciphers. We are even reading 
your ciphers. Certain of your ciphers are being read. We are 


reading [them] at the present time. [ am afraid co tell you this. 


Why? You will change them and they will guess at once why there 
has been a change atter everything had been going smoothly for 
SO many years. You must give some.thought--Let them read [the 
codes}. Nothing has happened, America has not disappeared. 
America is just as strong as it always has been. 


"We are reading ail the State Department ciphers. Under- 
stand, [we are reading} all the State Department [ciphers], but 
not the military (ciphers}. This is the situation: We are read- 
ing all the State Department ciphers. [Several words unintelli- 
pad as NOSENKO is whispering.] What THOMPSON has said, what 

is present Counsellor, McSWEENEY, [has said]. All this is being 
read, i.e., these ciphers are being read, but the nilitary — 
{ciphers] are not. The military are not. {I know this because] 
I worked in this business, against the American Embassy... I 
was a deputy section chief. I know everything and I am telling 
you everything. And my main work was with a code clerk...** 


*—Yater in this meeting, NOSENKO said he was a major; for a 
further discussion of NOSENKO's rank, gee Part V.G.1. 


#* James STORSBERG, see Part V.E.3.c.(ii). 
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I can even tell you that we tried to get him there, but it didn’t 
work out... . 


"So, we are reading all the State Department ciphers. But 
if you change something right now, they will understand at once 
that it could have come only from me... <All ciphers that go frem 
Moscow tc Washington are being read, but not the military [ciphers], 
the State Department ones. Because we still are unable to under- 
stand the military ciphers, but the State Department ciphers are : 
being read. But, if you wish to protect me, you must--I don't abe eg 
know what to dco--let them be read. Listen, I saw them every day, fe 
every day, i.e., the ciphers, ail enciphered State Department 
cables which went from tne Embassy. We had them all, down to 
the last one. I saw them every day..." 


During the third mecting, on 12 June 1962, NOSENKO revised 
his statements nade the day before. He now said that only cer- 
tain of the State Department codes had been broken, and that he 
had only rare!v seen the clear text of deciphered cables. NOSENKO 3 
repeated that military cipher systems had not been broken. His ey 
statenents were a§ foliows: "{We are reading] not all, not all, ; i 
of course. Sore are being read... All things which are sent in : 
cipher are, of course, intercepted, but not all are being read; 
It is impossible. to read them. It is necessary to knew the 
Ciphers to read them. well, let's suppose that we send {encipiered i 
cables] from ‘the United States. You pick all of them up, but you + 
cannot read them. It's the same with us. Everything that leaves : 
the Embassy, everything like a teletype machine, all this is noted, 
everything, no matter how it is transmitted. But everything is 
not read... The State Department ciphers are being read, net 
all, but they are being read... I mean that what the military 
sends we are not able... but we can read some of what your diplo- 

a. . Mats send. Not we [the KGB Second Chief Directorate] but the 
[KGB] Eighth Directorate. They are reading some things." 
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 % Asked whether the KGB was reading all the State Department's 

( enciphered traffic or only a small part of it, NOSENKO replied: 

‘ "Not all. We are not reading all the State Department [traffic]." 
He also said, contrary to his statement of 11 July 1902 that he 
saw the deciphered traffic "every day," these documents reached 
ea ieee. seidom"--at the most "ten or twelve times" during 1960 
an 61. 
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Following his defection, NOSENKO reported that he had learned 
in discussions with G.I. GRYAZNOV of the American Department, 
KGB Second Chief Directorate, during 1962 and 1963 that the KGB 
‘could no longer break State Department enciphered traffic by the- 
end of 1961 or the beginning of 1962.* (Earlier, on 24 January | 
1964, NOSENKO said that he knew "definitely" that the KGB Eighth 
‘Directorate was then having no success in breaking enciphered 
traffic of the U.S. Embassy in Moscow.) At about the same time 
that State Department traffic could no longer be read, NOSENKO 
reported, various U.S. Embassy officers were less often heard 


“elle eles oo 


¥~Kecording to NOSENKO, he was transferred to the Tourist Depart-_ 
ment from the U.S. Embassy Section, American Department, about . 
this time. 
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discussing significant information over the corc:31ed microphones 
in their offices. This deve topment had led CRYAZNOV and S.4. 
FEDOSEYEV (Chief of.the American Department} to conclude that a 
"roon-within-a-room” hed been installed in tle Ezoassy and that 
other security measures had been instituted ‘there.* After his 
transfer from the American Department in carly 1962, NOSENKO con- 
tinued, he also had occasion to discuss the KGB ioss of code- 
breaking capability with GRIGANOV, Chief of the Second Chief Direc- 
torate; from him NOSENKO learned that tne Central Committee of the 
Communist Party was exerting considerable pressure on the Chairman 
of the KGB for continuation of.tne material formerly obtained in 
this manner; consequently, the KC& Cnairman vas demanding maximum 
effort from all officers in the recruitment of code clerks. 


In the second series of hostile interrogations, on 20 February 
1865, NOSENKO made the following statcment conecrning KCB crypto~- 
logic success during 1960-1961: “OccaSionally the E1:gnth Directo- 
rate would break messages, but very, very seldom. asd we never saw 
the documerts." 


(il) Handlirg of Deciphered Gables 

In mid.-1964 NOSENKO was debricfed or the procedures used by 
the American Department, during nis reported tenure there in 1960- 
1961, in handling tne clear iext of deciphered cabies of the U.S. 
Embassy. The report of NOSENKO's statemeats on this subject is as 
follows: “The Russian text of those Siate Cepartment coded mes- 
sages which had been broken was sent to SEMICHASINYY, the Chairman 
of the KGB, who sometimes forwarded it to Oleg Mikhaylovich GRI- 
BANOV, Chiet of the Second Chief Directorate. “SRIBANOV at tines 
forwarded some of the materiai to Vladirir Aleks zyevich KLYPIN, 
Chief of the American Department, or KLYPIN’s successor, SM. 
FEDOSEYEV, NOSENKO saw such material on the desk of KLYPIN and 
later on FEDOSEYEV's desk, but. was never permitted to read it. 
NOSENKO knew, however. that tne reader tad +o Sign for tnose 
articles that he read. Nikolay ZEMSKOV, from the Sccretariat 
of the Second Chief Dizectorate, brougnt a book containing the 
broken State Department messages to KLYPIN or FELOSEYEV, tie 
would open the book to certain pages vhich had red paper and 
permit KLYPIN or FEDOSEYEV to see the material. This was Eighth 
Directorat2 material, but NOSEXKO did not know where or how 
ZEMSKOV got it... At times portions of this material were read 
aloud to NOSENKO by KLYPIN, but they concerned the position of 
the American Ambassador or the U.S. Covernment on political ques... 


.tions and were of no significance to nim. I:.frequently there was 


mention of the expected arrivai of Americans who were not per- 
manently assigned to the Embassy, and NOSENKO renembered that 

one such item concerned the arrival of one or two men, a 'commis- 
sion,' to check the work of tne Political Section. Ine attitude 
of the Secretary of State or the American Ambassador was some- 
times expressed on certain unremembered topics, but NOSENKO took 
no interest in the information as it did not relate to agents or ° 


*See Part V.E.3:g. for a further discussion on NOSENKO'sS in- 
formation on the decline in quality of intercepts resulting 
from the decreased efficiency of the KG6 microphone installa- 


-tions. in the U.S. Embassy. 
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agent activities. NOSENKO notec, however, that the material con- 
cerned. messages from the American Ambassador, Moscow, to the 
Secretary of State and from the Secretary of State to the Ameri- 
can Ambassador, Moscow. All of this material was highly sensitive, 
‘and few people were permitted to see it or ever to know of its 
‘existence. NOSENKO stated that it was treated aore carefully 

than Top Secret information." 


(iii) Methods of Cryptologic Atiack 


Unable to describe the techniques of the KGB Eighth Direc- 
torate in breaking U.S. Lepartment of State cryptographic systems, 
NOSENKO nevertheless did indicate various aethods applied to the 
problem as known to him from his position as Deputy Chief of the 
U.S. Embassy Section and his responsibility for handling the pro- 
duction of KGB microphones concealed in the Embassy. One method, 
mentioned by NOSENKS on 12 June 1962, stemmed from the habit of 
certain Embassy officials (notably Ministers Counsellor FREERS 
and McSWEENEY) dictating the text of outgoing cables aloud. 

When the texts were picked up cn the KGB micropnones,* the Eighth 
Directorate compared them against enciphered traffic intercepted 
by other means. The two other methods indicated, analvsis of - 
equipment sounds and exploitation of human SOUTCeS, are dis- 
cussed in greater detail below. ‘ i: 


_NOSENKO has twice referred to the Eighth Directorate's 
interest in equipment sounds and snatches of technical ceonversa- 
tions picked up by the microphones in the State Department and 
military code rooms. He said on 24 January 1964: "Now, we also 
listened to the. code room and the teletype office, but we could 
never get anything out of the teletype office becuuse of inter- 
ference [equipment noises which drowned out conversations] .** 

In the military cc.le room--that was where [James H.] STORSBERG 
and later [Matthew P.] ZUJUS worked--we didn't get much. he 
could hear STORSBKERG swearing on occasion, and then he would men- 
tion a group of numbers. This was, of ccurse, all recorded and 
we turned it over at cnce to the Eighth Directorate, dealing 
with coding znd decoding. Of course, all other intercepts were 
turned over to them also." NOSENKO reported on 14 May 1964: 

"In 1960 and 1961 from the State Department code room [we heard] 
always the sounds of machines only. Machines only. Three times 
during these two years maybe somebody said one phrase or one of 
the guys said several numbers. Jim STORSBERG was sitting alone 
in the military area. The reception was good. He seldom spoke. 
Sometimes he repeated numbers to himself and sometimes a mechanic 
of code machines came to him, a military guy, a sergeant... I 
forget his name.*** They said two or three phrases: ‘Did you 


¥ See Part V.E.3.g. concerning the KGB microphones in the U.S. 
Embassy. 


#x Until December 1962 when an acoustical room was installed 
within the State Department to enclose cryptographic equip- 
ment, teletype and code machines were vulnerable to the one 
microphone later discovered in this area. Since that time 
presumably only the teletype equipment could be heard. Here 
NOSENKO is speaking of the earlier period. On 20 February. 
1965 he said, however: "The microphone is not in the State 
Department code room, but next door where the teletype 
machines were located." This information was true only after 
the secure room was installed. ; 


#&* William Stanton HURLEY, a Warrant Officer who supervised mili- 
tary communicaticns, repaired cryptographic equipment, per- 
formed stand-by cryptographic duties when STORSBERG was. un- 
evailebies and supervised other’ sensitive activities (see 


Part V.E.3.c.). 
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: check this? Yes. This side good.’ And so on. This was 1965 
' and 1961, and everything from these twe roons--State and ‘military-- 
was put in one special place. Colonel Aleksandr ([Nikolayevich] 
SELEZNEV from the Eighth Directorate came and looked at then. 


There were numbers. He took them for one or two days and thea. 
’ returned them." , 


_ NOSENKO was more specific with regard to another source of 
analytic information. Questioned on 24 January 1964 concerning 
the recruitment and use of code clerks by the American Departaent, 
‘NOSENKO enumerated the recruitments known to him and then said: 
“As I.recall, way back in 1948 or 1949, there was a man of yours 
who defected. He stayed behind. I believe his name was McMILLAN.* 
I don't remember his exact name, but he stayed tehind in the USSR 
and I know he helped then a great deal. Then, after him, was this 
‘ANDREY.' Thanks to his help they were able to read your State 
Department codes.** To date we have never been able to read your 
military codes. '‘ANDREY' was not a code clerk. I believe he was 
a code-machine technician. After that there were many efforts 
made, but there were no successes. Right now I know definitely 
that the Eighth Directorate, which is involved with decoding, 
does not have anything at all. In the past they nave submitted 
reports to KHRUSHCHEV and the Central Committee on their inter- 
cepts. But now they are not getting anything at all. Therefore, 
right now the highest priority mission given to the First [Aneri- 
can} Department and the Second {B8ritishj Department is to get 

at code clerks. But in any event, they never were able to got 
at your military codes." The debriefing continued: 


Question: But did not 'ANDREY' bring out military code material? 


NOSENKO: No, I believe it was.only State Department material. 
What he mainly did was to describe the operation of 
code machines and what daily or other periodic settings 
were made.*** Then, of course, those two who were very 


J James H. McMYITLAN, a code clerk cn the staff of the U.S. 


Military Attache in Moscow, defected in 1948, because of his 
devotion to a Soviet woman. 


a® Dayle W. SMITH (KGB cryptonym: "ANDREY'") was in Moscow 1952- 
1954. It is not clear from NOSENKO whether the benefits of 
SMITii's information were limited to this period or extended 
to 1960-1961. Apparently the same type of cryptographic 
equipment was in use by the State Department for the entire 
time. See Part VI.D.3.b. for further details on this case. 


*e% At the time of SMITH's Moscow tour there was only one code 
room at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, used both by State De- 
partment and military personnel. As the only cryptographic 
machine technician assigned to the Embassy, SMITH had access 
to both State and military cryptographic equipment, although 
he was an Army sergeant assigned to the office of the Mili- 
tary Attache. In his statements to the FBI, SMITH has 4 
Claimed that, in fact, the only information he gave the Sov- 
iets in Moscow was fabricated by himself and therefore use- 
less. ye 
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they gave tremendcus help.* Then there. was some 
American code clerk who they brought into the USSR, 
I believe, via India. 


Question: Was this HAMILTON? ** 


" NOSENKG: I don't know his name. This was after MARTIN and 


MITCHELL... He helped them.a bit. No question about 
it. To some degree anyway. After that so far.as 1 
know there was nothing at all with results. Now they: 


are attempting to get a.code.clerk. 


Question: Were there other attempts made? 


NOSENKO: Yes, there was an attempt against Jim STORSBERG.*** 


Ly) William Hamilton MARTIN and Bernard Furguson MITCHELL were 


» && 


NSA mathematicians who defected to the Soviets in July 

1960. Both had previousiy served with the Naval Security 
Group in Japan and were familiar with U.S. intercept and 
cryptologic efforts. No indication is available that either 
had any detailed knowledge of U.S. cryptographic procedures 


-and equipment, 


Victor Norris HAMILTON (also known as Fouzi di Mitri HINDALI), 
a@ native of Palestine, worked as a linguist in the Arab 
Section of NSA from 1957 to 1959, when he was released for 
medical reasons (paranoid schizophrenic). He defected to 

the Soviets in Pragué on 12 June 1959. He was not a code 


clerk. 


See Part V.E.3.c., which describes the STORSBERG case and 
other unsuccessful KGB recruitment operations involving 
American code clerks during. 1960 and 1961. 


: knowledgeable of such matters, MARTIN and MITCHELL, 
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. ¢. U.S. Evaluations 
NOSENKO's statements about the KGB microphones in the Ameri- 
can'Embassy léd. to investigations by U.S. authorities -which re- ogee 
sulted in damage assessments, part ef which are germane to the .. a hata, SS 
NOSENKO reports on KGB cryptologic successes. NSA examined the , wipe 

question of cryptographic security in light of the microphones. 

found in the State Department and military code rooms at the 
Embassy, while the USIB Security Committee studied the security 
ramifications of other microphones which were discovered in the : 
Embassy. Extracts from the NSA and USIB Security Committee ‘ 
reports are given below. Although the latter report does not — 
specifically mention the cryptologic potential held by the micro- - 
phones, it states that classified cables were dictated in the 

Internal Political Section offices until Decenber 1963; most of 

the military cables, the report adds, were typed by the origina- 

tor, but certain ones were dictated in the Military Attache 


offices. 


(i) NSA_ Report 


"| There were two code rooms in the Embassy, one serving 
the Department of State and the other serving the attaches. An 
operating microphone was discovered in each of these two rooms. 
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: "During the fall of 1962, special enclosures were built for 
each of these rooms, and all cryptographic operations were per- 
formed in these enclosures beginning in December 1962. Enclo- ; 
sures of this type are built to rigid specifications and have F 
been. exhaustively tested. They are designed to protect against 

just such networks as discovered in Moscow. Thus, we may conclude 

that there has been no compromise of information in Moscow due 

to cryptographic operations since December 1962, so long as the 

enclosures were operated in accordance with the proper procedures. ; 
Between 1952 and 1962, however, the code rooms were not protected 

against this type of surveiliance... 
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" >. It was technicaliy feasible for the Soviets to have re- 
covered the plain texts of the messages encrypted and decrypted 
by machines; in these code rooms. This stems from the fact that 
teleprinters and cryptographic equipments do not run silently; 
they emit acoustical and electromagnetic energy--that is, they 
make. noise as they: type, print, and punch information. The 
sounds emitted by the machinery involve minute differences in 
amplitude, frequency, and timing as different letters and charac- 
ters are processed by the equipment. Relatively insensitive 
pick-up devices can detect these differences if they are placed 
.at fairly close range to the equipment as was the case in:each 
of the Moscow code rooms. When these sounds are recorded and 
analyzed the plain text of messages can be reconstructed. Con- 

ont sidering the specific equipment used, we must conclude that the 

te 2 Soviets could have recovered the texts of most messages sent to 
or from the Moscow Embassy from the time of occupancy until 

_ December 1962 in the case of Department of State traffic, and 

. through 1960 in the case of attache traffic... 
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4 : "In addition to the recovery of the plain texts of indi- 
vidual messages being processed during this time period in Moscow, 
_ it is possible that information on the cryptographic operation Eta 


i *®—Aecording to all Knowledgeable sources queried in the investi- _ 

: gation of Dayle SMITH, all cryptographic operations, both military 
and State Department, were performed in a single room on the ninth 

'. floor of the new Embassy building in 1953 and 1954. ‘Separate ap 
code rooms were established sometime after this and before 1959. - 
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-of the MCB (State Department cipher machine) and the Ki-25 
(Attache cipher machine) was recovered... This results from 

the fact that the sounds made by these equipments reflect the 
internal mechanical workings of the cipher machine; these sounds 
can be recorded, analyzed, and the cryptosystem itself could 
have been reconstructed. If this did occur, not only the nes- 
sages processed in Moscow, but also those messages processed by 
other posts using the same machines and the same cryptomaterial . i 
could have been lost to the extent that they were intercepted... : 


"The attache cryptomaterials are similarly compartmented. _ 
During the period 1952 to 1960, various rotor machines were used... °.°: .. ss # 


From 1955 to 1958, the KL-1 was used, and from 1958 
to date the KL-7 has been used, In October 1960, the KL-7 was i §¢ 
placed in a special sound-pruof box which prevented any attache 4 oe 
traffic from being recovered after that time, since all attache 
messages were processed either in that system or in one-time pad... 
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"In Moscow, the Department of State during the period Octo- ei 
ber 1960 through February 1961 enciphered nearly all messages ; 
classified Secret and Top Secret in one-time pads, resulting in : 
the loss only of the Confidential traffic during that period. : 
Department of State found it necessary to revert to the use of ' : j 
one-time tape machines for messages classificd up to Secret from , 
March 1961 until the enclosures were installed. Therefore, most > : 
Confidential and Secret traffic was probably lost during that 
period; but Top Secret messages were still enciphered in one-time 

‘pads and thus secure... 


of 


ue “We must assume that all Department of State communications 

my - «hat were machine-processed in Moscow could have been compromised 
from 1952 to December 1962. These consisted of messages of all 
classifications until October 1960; Confidential. messages only 
from October 1960 until February 1961; and Confidential and . Sec- 
ret messagés from February 1961 until December 1962. 
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"Most Department of State classified messages involving 

Iron Curtain posts exclusive of Moscow should also be assumed 
to have been compromised during 1952-1959 through cryptomachine 
information derived at Moscow. It can be assumed that such 
messages during 1960-1962 were not compromised by this means. 
State Department classified messages which excluded Iron Curtain i 
osts would not have been compromised by the Moscow penetration a 
because of the isolation of crypto systems. 
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. “Machine enciphered military attache traffic processed in... 
Moscow should be assumed compromised until October 1960, but was’ 
secure after that date. 
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"During 1952 to 1954, all traffic in the entire attache net 
which included Moscow could have been, compromised. 


"There is no reason to believe that any information was i 
compromised through cryptographic operations after December 1962 
when special enclosures were installed, so long asthe enclosures. 
were operated in accordance with the proper procedures..." 
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. (ii) USIB Security Committe 


‘Report | 


"The security. practices and procedures [at the American 
Embassy] appear to have followed a. pattern from April 1953 to 
May 1960, at which time the first plastic [acoustical] room 
was installed. A change occurred in the work habits {in May 
1960} in that the more senior State Department officers utilized 
the plastic recom for sensitive discussions and dictation. The 
room could accommodate only a limited portion of the Embassy 
classified discussions and, accordingly, a number of classified 
discussions were held outside of this secure area. In the April 
1953-May 1960 period it was an accepted practice of the Ambassa- 
dor and the Deputy Chief of Mission to discuss openly in their 
offices routine classified operations of the Embassy and to dic- 
tate classified documents and telegrams. Extremely sensitive 
matters such as high-level political decisions, matters perti- 
vent to the most sensitive U.S.-Soviet relationships and positive 
intelligence operations were not dictated and if discussed, 
were mentioned in a cryptic manner... 


"In the External Political Section during the 1953-1960 
period there were daily staff meetings... Work assignments 
were given at these meetings to individual officers who, in turn, 
prepared classified dispatches or telegrams to the [State] De- 
partment.. It was reported that the officers of the External 
Political Section frequently dictated classitied material, includ- 
ing telegrams, within their offices. Officers of the Internal , 
Political Section generated few classified telegrams... These 
were, however, typed in the offices. From May 1960 to date [1964] 
the Ambassador-DCM operation conducted their most sensitive clas- 
sified digcussicns and actions in the acoustic room; however, 
routine classified day-to-day operations were discussed and dic- 
tated in the offices. Ambassador KOHLER. reported that since 
August 1962 he and menbers of his staff working on substantive 
or sensitive matters utilized the secure room and that all ma- 
terial to be encrypted was drafted in long-hand or dictated in 
the acoustic room. 


"The pattern for the External Political Section and the 
Internal Political Section remained basically the same during 
the period of May 1960 to the present time; however, the most 
sensitive matters were discussed or dictated in the acoustic 
room or drafted in longhand... In September 1962 the second 
acoustic room was erected for the typing section for the handl- 
ing of sensitive classified material. From December 1963 to 
date it was indicated that no classified telegrams have been 
dictated outside of the acoustic rooms. It was stated, however, 


/. that the day-to-day operations including analysts of develop- - 


ments within the Soviet Union were. openly discussed in various ©’ 
offices and the conclusions reached later became the basis of 
classified documents or telegrams... 


“The military attaches reported that most cables were 
drafted in longhand or typed by the originator and then turned 
over to the code clerks for transmission. In certain instances 
cables were dictated in the offices..." 
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1. Introduction 


‘Legal kesidency in Hels 


in the Second Chief Directorate.** 


. Headquarters 


POP eae efi REPU AEM ODD PT 


NOSENKO, as previously indicated, came to Geneva with the 
Soviet Delegation to the Disarmament Conference in mid-March 
1962 and established contact with CIA in June of that year. 
His arrival in.Geneva and his first meeting with CIA thus 
occurred threemontns and six months, respectively, after 
Anatoliy Mikhailovich GOLITSYN defected to CIA from the KGB 
inki, on 15 bLecember 1961,* and was ex- 


filtrated to the United States. 


A discussion of what GOLITSYN said about NOSENKO appears in’ 
Part V.I.7. 


Presented below are, first, a sumaary on GOLITSYN, then 
a survey comparing GOLITSYN's and NOSENKO'Ss leads, and finally, 
a protocol on GOLITSYN which NOSENKC signed. 


2. Background Information on GOLITSYN 


GOLITSYN, a KGB counterintelligence. officer, was assigned 
to the Soviet Embassy in Helsinki in July 1960 under the alias 
of Anatoliy KLIMOV. In defecting to CIA, he provided more than 
20 documents taken from the Helsinki KGB Legal Residency files 
as well as extensive information about KGB officers and opera- 
tions acquired during his 16-year career in the KGB. 


GOLITSYN had had a variety of job and training assignments 
in the First Chief Directorate in Moscow and training assignments 
The bulk of his career was 
spent in work against the American target for the First Chief 
Directorate; this was his responsibility in Helsinki and had 
also been his principal area of responsibility during his pre- 
vious tour abroad, in Vienna from 19£3 to 1955. (In the lat- 
ter assignment he had been known to Petr DERYABIN, who defected 
to CIA in 1954, and this was the reason fer GOLITSYN being 


assigned to Helsinki under alias.) 


Among the GOLITSYN documents was a study of American In- 
telligence operations exploiting tourists visiting the USSR, 
the so-called “legal travel program."*** This study, which 
runs to sixteen pages in translation, was prepared in KGB 

ters and was sent to the Helsinki Legal Residency under 
a cover letter, dated 7 April 1961, which suggested a number 
-of steps to be taken in order to counter such operations. 
The study was based on two principal sources: 


F Recording to NOSENKO, GOLITSYN defected on or about 15 Janu- ;- 


ary 1962, after NOSENKO had been reassigned to the Tourist 
‘Department. 


** As a result of this service, GOLITSYN was the original 
source of numerous leads to identifiable penetrations 

. of Western Governments, including agents with access 
to classified information such as William VASSALL (see 
Part VI.D.5.b.) and the French officer in NATO, George 


‘“PACQUES. 


#k*See Part V.D.7.c. for details. 
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595. 


- The minutes of TIA and M[I-6 jo:nt conferences on 
legal travel operatiors, held in 1959 ard 1960. (The 
KGB agent George BLAKE confessed that he had passed these 
documents to tine KG.) 


- Actual cases of American legal travel operations in 
the USSR which had keen revealed to, or uncovered by, the 
KGB. (Some of the cases had seen publicized throuch Soviet 
announcements of arrests and trials, but -the majority of 
those cases cited by name in the study had not previously 
been knovn to be compromisea. In a few instances activities 
of the American Intelligence agents appear to have been 
embroidered upon by the KGB. while in seme others innocent 
tourists were wrongly accused py the KGB | 


Among recommendations made in the cover memorandum was the in- 
struction to recruit or place agerts in tourist agencies handling 
travel to the USSR, ‘These egents couid then provide information 
on the use of these firms Ly foreign intelligence services in 
work against the Soviet Wnisn, 3 


GOLITSYN had information on certain aspects of the KGa Second 


Chief Directorate work against the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. Prior 
to his assignment in Helsinki he had conferred several times in 
April and May 1960 with cfficers of the U.S. Empassy Section of 
the Anerican Department, Second Chief Directorate, concerning 
possible assistarce he couid render chem in their work against 
American code clerks transiting Helsinki en route to their’ Moscow 
posts.* Durirg his assignment to Helsinki he travelled to Moscow 
on TDY in January 1961, at which time he discussed: with these 
same officers the possibility of his using in Helsinki a Finnish 
businessman, Johannes PREISFREUND, who had been recruited by the 
Second Chief Directorate for an operation against an American 
code clerk in Moscow.** GOLITSYN acquired further information 
about such operations on at least two occasions, when Second 
Chief Directorate officers visited Heisinki on TDY and either 
called on him for support or chatted with him about officers and 
cperations, 


3. GOLITSYN Leads_and Information from NOSENKO 
a.': Microphones in the U.S. Enbassy 


' In his visits to the Americar. Department GOLITSYN learned 
by accident of KGB technical operations against the U.S. Embassy 


as 


-* NOSENKO denied that GOLITSYN visited the American Department 


at any time in 1960. 


**Although knowing that GOLITSYN went to the. American Depart- 
ment in 1961, NOSENKO said that the month was not January 
but July, for it was in July that he ‘NOSENKO) was on leave; 
GOLITSYN's passport, however, verifies he was in the Soviet 
Union in January 1961 and shows no entries for July of that 
year. See Part V.E.3.c. for further details on PREISFREUND. 
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in Moscow. when asked in April 136? about the product from such 
operations, GOLITSYN said he had heard akout results-many times, . 
but the only concrete.example he was in a position to give was 
‘the following: During one of hia visits to the Ancrican Depart- 
ment in 1960* hi heard and saw that a report cr reports of the at 
results of audiosurveillance in the U.S. Embassy had been lost. 
While he was present, the Departnent Chief ordered 211 the per- 
sonnel to search once more for these papers, and as GOLITSYN 

steod there they went through eil their files. GOLITSYN said 

he could sce that there were many such reports, each having a red 
line on it, which signified that these reports were the property 
of that department of the KGB Operational Technical Directorate 
(OTU) which was responsible for making the installations. He 
explained that this meant that the American Department had to re- 
turr. the reports to that Directorate, and this was the reason for 
a search being made. The only cffice in the U.S. Fabassy which 
was specifically menticned in connection with this search was 

that of the Minister’ Counselor.’**t 

. Other Leads _C: rokorated py HOSENKO : 
» There are iwe Ve KGS Operations on which both GOLITSYN and 
NOSENKO have given mutually confirming information, although 
their respective reports do not always cover the same data. 
These operations, all discussed elsewhere in this paper, are: 

- Henry SHAPIRO Part V.C.2.a 


‘ 


BENSON, HULE, and STROUD Part V.C.3.b. 


- Thomas BAKI'HELEMY Parts V.D.7.c. & VI.D.2.d. 


Carmen TORREY Part VI.D.2.a. 


* Elsewhere GOLITSYN ras stated that he visited the American 
Department several times between April and June 1956 in 
preparaticn for his assignment to Helsirki in July i960. 

He has also incorrectly stated that he visited the depart- 
ment in December 1960 (his passport and CIA travel records 
show this was actually January 1961); GOLITSYN therefore may 
have been referring to this later visit. 


** In June 1962, NOSENKO:told CIA that there were microphones 
in the offices of the Minister Ccunsellor at the U.S. Emb- 
assy, and he said at that time that he had seen intercept 


eam cs FOROTES of conversaticns or dictations by successive Mini- 


“ster Counsellors. In 1965 NCSENKO volunteered a story about 


“Weneseczthe loss of one of the intercept repcrts which the American 


“Department had received in 1950 or 1961; he icentified it®° °° 
as one which recorded the Minister Counsellor giving dicta- 
tion. According to NOSENKOC, the American Department was 
turned upside down for a month, December, in the search 

for the missing report. Althcugh the document was never 
found, neither the Chief of the American Department nor 

O.M. GRIBANOV, Chief of the Second Chief Directorate, was 
Subjected to any punishment because the draft from which 
the missing report had been typed was fnund to be in the 
possession of the Second Department of OTU. From this the’: 
investigators concluded that the document itself had pro- 
bably been returned to the OTU and burned, and that in- 
advertently no paper had been executed to record its des- 
truction. 
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EERIE ALERT TEER DA AEA AN NER 
Parts V.D.J.c. & VI.D.2.b. 


“part VI.D.4 
mP  .. Part VI.D.4. 
- CLE ae Port Vi.D.4. 


Canadian Code Clerk Part VI.D.4 
(name net known): 


CEE Tee Part VI.D.4. 


William J, VASSALL Fart Vi.D.5.a. 


Clandestine entry 
into Swedish Embassy Part V1.D.9. 


c. Leads Confiicting with NOSENKC Reports 


Either through direct contradictions on a key point or 
through omissions by NOSENKO about a major feature, there are 
five operations on which GOLITSYN and NOSENKO have supplied 
conflicting information. These operations, all discussed 


-elsewhere in this paper, are: 


- James STORSEERG « 
Johannes PREISPREUND 


Part V.E.3.c.* 


- Adam BROCHES Fart VI.D.2.a. 


* Gerald SEVERN Part VI.D.2.a._ 


- "SASHA" (KGB Part VI.D.2.a. 


eryptonym) 


~Edward E. SMITH Part VI.D.4.b. 


d. Leads to Operations Against U.S. Embassy Not Covered by 
ROSENKO a 


' GOLITSYN reported on six operations against personnel of 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow which have not eppeared in the re- 


' porting by NOSENKO.** These cperations are summarized below. 


GOLITSYN heard in about 1957 of the recruitment of a female 


““employee~-"like a secretary"~--of the U.S. Embassy. With ancther 


American girl, she had travelled to Georgia in 1957. ‘There the 
KGB placed in her path a KGB agent, a Georgian male. They be- 
gan living together, and this relationship continued in Moscow 
where she was recruited. , 


*” GOLITSYN's lead to the American recruited with PREISPREUND's 
help is equated to STORSBERG cn the basis of NOSENKO's and 
‘“PREISFREUND's statements that FREISFREUND participated in no 

other Operation. GOLITSYN reported that the target of this 


operation was recruited; NOSENKO reported that STORSBERG re-. |... 


jected. the KGB appreach. ~ 


‘#* By virtue of his position as Deputy Chief of the U.S. Emb- 


assy Section in 1960 and 1961, NOSENKO said, he was directly 
responsible for knowing of ali KGB operations against person- 
nel at the Embassy ir that peried and definitely would have 
known of any successes since his earlier tour; he knew that 
“ANDREY" was the last successful one (1953-54). 
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as f-the-U.S>-Embassy Section-that~thelatter“had-as~an-agent ay rerenet 
code clerk in the Embassy who was scheduled for transfer to Hel- 
sinki. This subject came up in a discussion of GOLITSYN's forth- 
coming assignment to Helsinki, and GOLITSYN was told that if the 
agent was transferred to Helsinki, GRYAZNOV might let GOILITSYN 
have him as his agent. GRYAZNOV gave GOLITSYN r.o details about 
the operation other than the fact that the agent had provided the 
GB with some information and the KGB considerec him "a real agent." 


Also in the spring of 1960, GOLITSYN learned from GRYAZNOV 
that he, GRYAZNOV, had developed an operation against a military 
code clerk at the U.S. Embassy to the point that the KGB was “99 4 
per cent sure” that the target would be recruitec. “From the cH 
accounts given by NOSENKO and STORSBERG, this does not appear to 
concern the STORSRERG operation, which.was just beginning at this 

time. NOSENKO has mentioned no other operation against a inilitary 
ecde clerk. 


I.¥. KURILENKO told GOLITSYN that while serving in the U.S. 
Embassy Section he had followed an American diplomat returning to 
the United States in 1959, and there he had completed the recruit- 
ment which had begun while the diplomat was assigned to the U.S. 
Embassy in Moscow. * According to KURILENKO, he had travelled to 
the United States under cover of the Soviet Exhibit Committee 
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- + GRYAZNOV inforred GOLITSYN in April or May 1960 that an 
‘American, possibly a code clerk, but definitely an employee of. 
“the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, was either recruited or prepared for 

recruitment on a heomcsexual basis beginning in 1959 and concluding 

in 1960. The KGB had photographs of the American in varicus homo- 
sexual acts. However, SHELEPIN, who had just become Chairman of 

‘the KGB, was stressing ideological rather than blackmail recruit- 

ments at this time; SHCLEPIN said that this method of approach was ' 
. "too dirty” and the KGB should find another way. SHELEPIN did 3 

not exclude the future use of the photographs, which the KGB would 
hold in reserve. 
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Arother case mentioned by GRYAZNOV to GOLITSYN was that of 

the attempted recruitment of an American female secretary on the 

basis of her relationship with a KGS agent, either a lover ora ' 

close friend. The agent, with the help of a KGB officer, tried i 

to influence her, bet failed. She left the USSR prior to July j 
i 
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1960, but the KGB pianned to work on her again, as she was to 
return to Moscow. 


4 hee 


; On a TDY trip to Helsinki in November 1960, V.V. KOSOLAPOV 
of the U.S. Embassy Section told GOLITSYN that he had come there 
in order to ride back to Moscow on the train with a U.S. Embassy : 
code clerk with Gea he planned to strike up an acquaintance to .- . t 
be continued in Moscow.** In about September 1961 a friend of «. Me 5 

. KOSOLAPOV's came to Helsinki on TDY, and GOLITSYN tried to get i 
. him to talk about KOSOLAPOV's train operation, but he would not : y 
discuss the case. From this GOLITSYN was certain that the re- et as cata 
cruitment had been successful. : 
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GOLITSYN learned from V.M. KOVSHUK, apparently in January 1961, 
that the Finnish agent- Johan PREISFREUND had recently been used in 
the successful recruitment of.an American at the U.S.-Embassy.- - 
NOSENKO has described no successful operations in- Pwhich PREISFREUND : 

~ took part (see preceding. eee eon) ee 


®~NOSENKO said that there was no operational reason for KURILENKO's 
travel to the United States at the time of the Soviet Exhibition 
in New York City, and. that KURILENKO's duties related only to 
security: the KGB Resident in New York City, NOSENKO added, could 
have given KURILENKO some special task if he wished. 

** See Part V.E.4.b. for discussion of KOSOLAPOV's TDYs to Helsinki. 
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4. NOSENKO's Information on GOLITSYN 


In February 1965, after he had been questioned by 


’ CIA about GOLITSYN, NOSENKO signed the following state- 
-ment concerning his knowledge of GOLITSYN: 


"I have never met or seen Anatoliy Mikhailovich 
GOLITSYN. 


“During the period 1960-1961, while I was serving 
as Deputy Chief, First {U.S.Embassy] Section, First 
{American] Department, Second Chief Directorate of the 
KGB, I remember that Anatoliy GOLITSYN visited the 
Section to discuss the proposed use of my agent "PROKHOR" 


{PREISFREUNU] in the operations of the Helsinki Residentura. 


I was away from Moscow at the time of GOLITSYN's visit, 
but I know that he talked to V.M.KOVSHUK, and that at 
-KOVSHUK's request he also talked to [Yevgeniy] GROMAKOV- 


SKIY [of the American Department] about American diplomatic 


couriers travelling through Helsinki en route to anc from 
Moscow, and to KOSOLAPOV about American code clerks. I 

do not remember what. they specifically discussed. I 
learned about this visit from KOVSHUX after 1 “eturned 

to Moscow from leave, and also heard about it from 
KOSOLAPOV and GRCMAKOVSKIY. 


"Y do not know the date of this visit of GOLITSYN's, 
but 1 do know that it was after hewas posted to Helsinki. 
I believe that it was in the summer of 1961, I know for 
‘certain that I was away from Moscow at the time on leave, 
because KOVSHUK told me about it after I returned from 
leave. Since he discussed code clerks, I would have met 
him if I had been there. 


"I have been told by my interrogators that this 
visit of GOLITSYN's took place in January 1961. I do 
mot believe this to be true because I know that I was 
any on leave when he came and my leave was in July 
1 . 


"“] never heard of any other visits by GOLITSYN to 
the First Section, First Department, during the time 
that I served there in 1960-1961. 


"I have been told by my interrogators that GOLITSYN 
visited the First Section, First Department, three times 
in May-June 1960 before going to Helsinki and that he. 
talked at length to KOVSHUK and GRYAZNOV about what. he 


could do. in the Helsinki Residentura to assist our Section | 


in its operations against code clerks coming to the 
American Embassy in-Moscow. I am sure that GOLITSYN did. 
not make any such visits. in 1960 and that. no such conver- 
sations took place at that time. Since I directly super-- 
vised the work of GRYAZNOV and KOSOLAROV and shared the 


same office with then,any professional discussions by ‘then . 


with GOLITSYN ‘about code clerks would be either with. my 
’ Knowledge or would be reported to me. If he.did in fact. 
make such visits in May-June 1960, I cannot explain why I 
do not know about then. < 
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"Y have been told by my interrogators that KOSOLAPOV 


visited Helsinki in November 1960 to accompany an American 


. code clerk on the train to Moscow. ~ I have also been told 


that on this trip he had:official contact with GOLITSYN 


concerning this code clerk and concerning one of GOLITSYN's ne 


assignments to assist the First Section, First Department, 
Second Chief Directorate by developing infornation on. 
code clerks before they left Helsinki for Moscow. I do 
not know that KOSOLAPOV went to Helsinki in November 1960. 
I do not know that KOSOLAPOV accompanied any American 

code clerk to Moscow from Helsinki, except Paul JENNER. 


.I do not know that KOSCLAPOV met with GOLITSYN and dis- 


cussed the subject of code clerks with. him in Helsinki. in 
November 1960 or that KOSOLAPOV ever saw GOLITSYN in © 
Helsinki. 


"I do not remember that exact date of GOLITSYN's 
defection, but I know that it was in January 1962, I 
believe cn the 15th or 17th of January. I do remember 
that he defected on a Saturday and that it was not 
discoverec until the following Mondav.* I am certain 
that GOLITSYN's defection took place after I had trans- 
ferred back to the Seventh [Tourist] Department in 
January 1962. In the ensuing investization within 
the KGB, I was never questioned on what code clerk 
operations GOLITSYN may have known about. 


"I know that no written damage report on GOLITSYN's 
defection was prepared in the Second Chief Directorate. 
In the Seventh Department, where I was serving at the 
time. of GOLITSYN's defection, I remember that V.D. 
CHELNOKOV, the Chief of the Department, was questioned 
about the orienterovka [study} on tourist. operations 
which GOLITSYN was known to have taken. 


"I have been told by my interrogators that GOLITSYN 
defected on the night of 15 December 1961. I cannot 
accept this date because I know that I was no longer in 


‘the First Department at the time of GOLITSYN's defection. 


I agree that the true date of GOLITSYN's defection must 

be known to the CIA, and I can only assume that ~v inter- 
rogators have either made a mistake or are tryins to trap 
me. In any case, I still maintain that GOLITSY!) ce vccted 
after I moved to the Seventh Department in January i272." 


Surveillance of Soviets in the United States =. 


Information from NOSENKO 


At the second meeting with CIA in Geneva in ‘1962, NOSENKO 


related that V.A. KOZLOV, Chief of the American Department 
of the KGB seventh (Surveillance) Directorate, had gone to 
the United States the year before to investigate the suspected 
cessation of surveillance of Soviets stationed in New York City 


© I5th of January | ell on a Monday... 
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and Washington, D.C.* 


‘We have sensed that something has happened: in America," 
NOSENKO said at that time. "We do not feel surveillance. There 
is no surveillance."' The KGB Legal Resident in New York City, 
B.S.IVANOV, had reported the situation to the KGB First Chief 
Directorate which, in turn,: had scught the Second Chief Direc- 
torate's opinion as to why no surveillance was being noted. 
Unable to suggest a reason, the Secand, Chief Directorate asked 
whether the surveillance of Soviets could have been called off 
temporarily, The First Chief Directorate doubted that this 
could be the case but did state that radio traffic normally. 
used in U.S. surveillance “was not on the air.'' KOZLOV con- 
sequently was sent to the United States to assess the situ- 
ation, and in the course of a month, NOSENKO said, he visited 
both New York City and Washington. KOZLOV discovered not only. 
that.there was no -surveillance of Sovicts but also that "they 
dropped our democracies -- Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary. They 
temporarily took them [surveiliance} off." 


Also at this meeting NOSENKO commented that: 


- "I€ your surveillance comes up on the radio, they 
{KGB monitors) pick them up everywhere.” © © 2 2. 


- The practice of KGB case officers was not to 
proceed directly from a Soviet installation to a meeting 
with an agent, but rather to use other Seviets as decoys 
"so that you will think we are working on somebody, where- 
as in fact we are not working cn them. [American] sur- 
veillance is onto everyuody as soon as they come out 

the door" of a Soviet installation. 


NOSENKO's only other reference to surveillance in the 
United States was made on 29 January 1964 during a discussion 
of the "ANDREY" case,** While V.M.KOVSHUK was in the United 
States trying to reestablish contact with "ANDREY", NOSENKO 
said, he’ was usually accompanied by two other KGB officers. 
KGB monitoring of FBI surveillance communications revealed 
that KOVSHUK and the others*** were referred to by the FBI as 
"the Three Musketeers." 


2.Information from Other Sources 
a. GOLITSYN 
. In early 1962 GOLITSYN peportea that the KGB was well 


®——KOZLOV was in New York City from I5 November to 30 Deceaber 
1961, except for a two-week period (from S to 19 December) 
when he was in Washington. His departure from New York City 
fell on the same day that John ABIDIAN. visited the Pushkin. 
‘Street dead drop in Moscow: and that, according to NOSENKO, 
KOZLOV. later went to the dead drop site (see Part V.E.3.d.). 
KOZLOV had earlier been in the United States with the . 

’. Bolshoy Ballet, from 12 April to 14 June’1959. 


@@ For further details. on the "ANDREY" case. see. “Part VI.D.3. b. 


aa The others, V.M.IVANOV and A.K. KISLOV,. were not named by 
NOSENKO. ; 
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acquainted with American counterintelligence surveillance 

tactics, and since about 1953 the KGB, through special ap- 
paratus, was able to monitor radio traffic stemming from 
American surveillance of Soviet Embassy personnel. While at 

the KGB Juridical Institute in 1957-5&, COLITSYN said, he 

hed read studies on the methods used by U.S. counterintelligence 

in fonducting surveillance cf Soviet officials in Washington 

and New York City. The studies included seme American documents, 

obtained through KGB agent sources, ccntaining instructions. .. 

for carrying out surveillence on Soviets. The «GB, GOLITSYN 
_added, used this information defensively abroad and in adapting 
‘its own surveillance techniques within the USSR. 7 


<<  ¢,  CHEREPANOV Document 


Gne of the documents provided by CHEREPANOV in November 
1963% was entitled "Operational Conditions in the U.S.A. and 
tre Activities of American Counterintelligence Organs Against 
Seviet Installations and Seviet Citizens in the U.S.A. in 
1957-S8."" Nearly half of this document, signed by “A.S. | 
i FEKLISOV,** was devoted to a discussion of the organization — 
Be and methods cf FBI surveillance of Soviet officials stationed 
in New York City and Nashington. The informaticn (sources 
‘not indicated) covers radio communicaticns between fixed 
surveillance posts and mobile surveillance posts. 


NA The CHEREPANOV documents are reviewed at greater length | 


‘Sin Part VILD.7.c.. 
. ft FEKLISOV, under the alias FOMIN, previously served as KGB 
—_ Legal Resident in Washington. Co , a 
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